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Mr.  Bill  Bottomly 
Landscape  Architect 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
Colorado  State  Office 
Colorado  State  Bank  Building 
1600  Broadway 
Denver,  CO  80202 

Dear  Bill : 

Enclosed  are  the  draft  reports  and  base  maps  for  the  Williams  Fork,  Nipple 
Rim,  and  Browns  Park  Planning  Units.  We  would  appreciate  your  comments 
concerning  the  contents  of  these  reports  and  the  appropriate  maps  if  you 
identify  areas  in  which  there  might  be  problems. 

Sincerely, 

WIRTH  ASSOCIATES,  INC. 

Tim  Tetherow  .   ■  '  ^,-.^. 

Project  Manager  ■;  '^"'>" 


PlflNNINGand  DC-SIGN  CONSULTRNTS  •    280  Columbine  Street.  Denver. Colorado  30206  •  303-388-7046  -Tlx  454-355 

Home  Office  :  17.39  Grand  Avenue.  Billings,  montano  59102  ■  406-252-I49.I  ■  Tlx3l9-43l 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS 
BUI  VISUAL  RESOURCE  INVENTORY 
LITTLE  SNAKE  RIVER  RESOURCE  AREA 

irmrajcnoN  1 

f€THODOLOGY  2 

Overview  2 

Scenic  Quality  4 

overview  4 

scenic  quality  rating  unit  criteria  5 

scenic  quality  rating  unit  classification  7 

cultural  modification  criteria  12 

scenic  quality  rating  criteria  15 

Visual  Sensitivity  15 

criteria  16 

use  volume  16 

user  attitudes  17 

final  sensitivity  23 

Distance  Zones  24 

criteria  24 

WILLW1S  R3RK  PLANNITC  UNIT  '  w~l 

General  Setting  wf_1 

Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  General  Types  and  Summary  wf-7 

Scenic  Quality  Rating  Summary  wf_9 
Scenic  Quality  Field  Inventory                     Follows  wf-1o 
Cultural  Modification  Inventory                     Follows  above 

Visual  Sensitivity  -  Use  Volume  wf_11 

data  summary  table  wf-11 

Visual  Sensitivity  -  User  Attitudes  wf"12 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS  (cont'd) 

williams  fork,  browns  park  and  nipple  rim  persons  contacted 

and/or  attending  workshops 

summary  results  of  the  williams  fork  planning  unit  visual 

sensitivity  workshop 

data  summary  forms 

Final  Visual  Sensitivity  Levels 
overview 

Distance  Zones 
overview 

NIPPLE  RIM/BROWNS  PARK  PLANNING  UNITS 

General  Setting 

NIPPLE  RIM  PLANNING  UNIT 

BROWNS  PARK  PLANNING  UNIT 

Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  General  Types  and  Summary 
(nipple  rim/browns  park) 

Scenic  Quality  Rating  Summary  (nipple  rim/browns  park) 

a.c.e.c.  areas 

Scenic  Quality  Field  Inventory  (nipple  rim/browns  park) 
Cultural  Modifi cation  Inventory 
Visual  Sensitivity  -  Use  Volume  (nipple  rim/browns  park) 
data  summary  table 

Visual  Sensitivity  -  User  Attitudes  (nipple  rim/browns  park) 

williams  fork,  browns  park  and  nipple  rim  persons  contacted 

and/or  attending  workshops 

summary  results  of  the  nipple  rim/browns  park  planning 

unit  visual  sensitivity  workshops 

data  summary  forms 

specific  issue  narratives 

Final  Visual  Sensitivity  (nipple  rim/browns  park.) 
Distance  Zones     (nipple  rim/browns  park) 


page 

WF-14 

WF-18 
Follows  WF-18 

WF-19 

WF-19 

WF-20 

WF-20 
NR/BP-1 
NR/BP-1 
NR/BP-1 
NR/BP-4 
NR/BP-7 

NR/BP-9 
Follows-  NR/BP-10 
Follows  above 

Follows  above 
NR/BP-11 
NR/BP-11 
NR/BP-12 

NR/BP-15 

NR/BP-19 
Follows  NR/BP-19 
NR/BP-20 

NR/BP-21 

NR/BP-22 


LIST  OF  TABLES 


SCENIC  QUALITY  RATING  UNIT  GENERAL  TYPES  AND 
SUMMARY  -  WILLIAMS  FORK 

SCENIC  QUALITY  RATING  SUMMARY  -  WILLIAMS  FORK 

USE  VOLUME  DATA  SUMMARY  -  WILLIAMS  FORK 

INDIVIDUALS  CONTACTED  AND/OR  ATTENDING  THE 
WILLIAMS  FORK  WORKSHOP 

SUMMARY  RESULTS  OF  THE  WILLIAMS  FORK  PLANNING 
UNIT  VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP 

SCENIC  QUALITY  RATING  UNIT  GENERAL  TYPES  AND 
SUMMARY  -  NIPPLE  RIM/BROWNS  PARK 

SCENIC  QUALITY  RATING  SUMMARY  -  NIPPLE  RIM/ 
BROWNS  PARK 

USE  VOLUME  DATA  SUMMARY  -  NIPPLE  RIM/BROWNS  PARK 

INDIVIDUALS  CONTACTED  AND/OR  ATTENDING  THE  NIPPLE 
RIM/BROWNS  PARK  WORKSHOP 

SUMMARY  RESULTS  OF  THE  NIPPLE  RIM/BROWNS  PARK         9  ■       NR/BP-19 
PLANNING  UNITS  VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOPS 


TABLE  NO. 

PAGE  NO. 

1 

WF-7 

2 

WF-9 

3 

WF-11 

4 

WF-14 

5 

WF-18 

6 

NR/BP-7 

7 

NR/BP-9 

8 

NR/BP-11 

4 

NR/BP-15 

LIST  OF  FIGURES 

BLM  SCENIC  QUALITY  CRITERIA 

SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  RATING  FORM 

SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP:  DATA  ANALYSIS  AND  SUMMARY 

WILLIAMS  FORK  PLANNING  UNIT 

Photo  Index 

Scenic  Quality 

Visual  Sensitivity  -  Use  Volume 

Visual  Sensitivity  -  Attitudes 

Visual  Sensitivity  -  Final 

Distance  Zones' 
NIPPLE  RIM/BROWNS  PARK  PLANNING  UNITS 

Photo  Index 

Scenic  Quality 

Visual  Sensitivity  -  Use  Volume 

Visual  Sensitivity  -  Attitudes 

Visual  Sensitivity  -  Final 

Distance  Zones 


FOLLOWS 

-IGURE  NO, 

PAGE  NO. 

1 

15 

2 

19 

3 

4 

4a 

4b 

4c 

4d 

4e 

4f 

5 

5a 

5b 

5c 

5d 

5e 

5f 

H 
J3 
O 
D 

C 

o 
o 

Z 


VISUAL  RESOURCE  INVENTORY 
LITTLE  SNAKE  RIVER  RESOURCE  AREA 

Williams  Fork,  Nipple  Rim,  Browns  Park  Planning  Units 
INTRODUCTION 

This  report  constitutes  a  draft  Visual  Resource  Inventory  of  three  Bureau  of 
Land  Management  (BLM)  Planning  Units  within  the  Little  Snake  River  Resource 
Area  (RA),  Colorado.  The  inventory  has  been  conducted  for  all  of  the  Williams 
Fork,  Nipple  Rim  and  Browns  Park  Planning  Units,  which  in  total  encompass 
1,859,600  acres.  This  study  has  been  conducted  in  compliance  with  the  BLM 
Manual  Section  8411  -  Upland  Visual  Resource  Inventory  and  Evaluation,  and 
includes  an  inventory  of  Scenic  Quality,  Visual  Sensitivity  and  Distance  Zones. 

The  entire  inventory  is  comprised  of  the  following  components: 
MAPS : 

1.  Photo  Index 

2.  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units 
Cultural  Modifications 
Scenic  Quality  Ratings 

3.  Use  Volume 

4.  User  Attitudes 

5.  'Final  Visual  Sensitivity 

6.  Distance  Zones 
RATING  FORMS: 

1.  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  Field  Forms 

2.  Cultural  Modifications  Field  Forms 

3.  Visual  Sensitivity  Workshop  Summary  and  Analysis  Forms 


PHOTOGRAPHS: 

1.  35MM  color  slides 

All  photographs  are  provided  in  the  accompanying  volume  with  an  index. 

This  inventory  was  conducted  between  May  15  and  May  22,  and  June  14  and  15, 
and  included  24  person  days  of  field  study.  Visual  Sensitivity  workshops  were 
held  in  Craig  on  July  10  and  July  11  to  establish  User  Sensitivity  to  Visual 
change  within  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  for  each  Planning  Unit. 

STUDY  TEAM 

The  study  was  conducted  by  a  team  of  landscape  architects  with  interdisciplinary 

imput  from  BLM  staff.  Wirth  Associates  staff  included  the  following  individuals; 

PROJECT  DIRECTOR 

Tim  Tetherow  -  Landscape  Architect 

PROJECT  MANAGER  -  SCENIC  QUALITY 
Tim  Tetherow  -  Landscape  Architect 

SCENIC  QUALITY  STUDY  TEAM 

Mark  Figley  -  Landscape  Architect 

Lois  Brink  -  Landscape  Architect 

PROJECT  MANAGER  -  VISUAL  SENSITIVITY/DISTANCE  ZONES 
Craig  Taggart  -  Landscape  Architect 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  STUDY  TEAM 
Mark  Figley  -  Landscape  Architect 

DISTANCE  ZONES  STUDY  TEAM 

Ruth  Murayama  -  Landscape  Architect 

All  participants  are  employees  of  Wirth  Associates,  Inc. 

r-ETHODOLOGY 

Overview 

The  basic  sequential  steps  involved  in  the  inventory  of  Scenic  Quality,  Visual 
Sensitivity  and  Distance  Zones  are  outlined  as  follows: 
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Scenic  Quality 

1.  Determine  and  map  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  (SQRU) 

2.  Rate  and  document  scenic  quality  levels 

3.  Rate  and  document  man-made  (cultural)  landscape  modifications 

Visual  Sensitivity 

1.  Determine  important  viewer  locations  (Key  Observer  Points  -  KOPs) 

2.  Determine  the  land  that  can  be  seen  from  the  KOP  (seen  area  analysis) 

3.  Map  use  volume  levels  for  KOPs  within  the  seen  area 

4.  Determine  user  attitudes  toward  man-made  landscape  modifications 

5.  Determine  final  sensitivity  levels  based  on  a  combination  of  use  volume 
and  user  attitudes 

Distance  Zones 

1.  Determine  KOPs  (as  above) 

2.  Determine  seen  area  from  KOPs 

3.  Map  distance  zones  within  the  seen  area 

A  two-phase  approach  to  the  inventory  of  visual  resources  was  developed  and 
used  in  this  study.  The  first  phase  involved  preliminary  mapping  in  the 
office.  The  second  phase  was  done  in  the  field  and  involved  confirmation  of 
preliminary  mapping,  actual  field  inventory  and  follow-up  management  review 
of  field  results. 

Phase  One  involved  the  following  basic  steps: 

A.   Preliminary  determination  of  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  (SQRU)  in 
the  office  from  topographic  maps  and  aerial  photographs. 


B.  Determination  of  KOPs  in  the  office  from  BLM  and  other  agency  data. 

C.  Preliminary  determination  of  the  seen  area  from  KOPs. 

D.  Mapping  use  volume  levels  of  KOPs. 

E.  Preliminary  mapping  of  Distance  Zones  from  KOPs. 

Phase  Two  involved  the  following  basic  steps: 

A.  Field  verification  of  SQRU  boundaries  and  scenic  quality  rating. 

B.  Field  identification  and  rating  of  cultural  modifications. 

C.  Field  verification  of  seen  area  and  distance  zones. 

D.  Overflight  and  ground  reconnaissance  by  the  Project  Director  and 
Project  Manager  to  review  field  inventory  results. 

E.  Workshop  session(s)  with  selected  public  and  agency  representatives 
to  determine  user  attitudes  toward  visual  change  in  the  landscape. 

F.  Determination  of  final  sensitivity  levels  based  on  user  volume  and 
user  attitudes. 

This  two  phase  approach  was  devised  and  utilized  for  efficiency  in  completing 
the  inventory  portion  within  the  short  time  alloted  for  each  planning  unit. 
(Specifically,  field  team  members  had  a  preliminary  indication  of  rating  units 
and  zones  to  react  to,  rather  than  having  to  start  from  a  blank  base  map  in 
the  field).  It  also  built  in  a  series  of  checks  and  reviews  by  both  manage- 
ment and  field  team  personnel  since  all  areas  were  reviewed  on  three  occasions 
preliminary  office  evaluation,  field  inventory,  and  field  review. 

Scenic  Quality 
overview 

The  analysis  of  a  landscape's  "scenic  quality"  requires  a  number  of  methodo- 
logical and  procedural  decisions.  Early  in  these  decisions  is  establishing 
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the  rating  unit  and  thereby  defining  the  scale  of  analysis  and  the  physical 
size  of  each  area  (or  unit)  to  be  field  checked.  These  decisions  are  sub- 
jective but  not  arbitrary  and  during  field  inspection  are  refined  as  needed. 

After  each  rating  unit  has  been  field  checked,  several  categories  or  "general 
types"  of  rating  units  emerge  within  each  planning  unit.  The  general  types 
provide  an  indication  of  the  diversity  of  the  landscape  within  each  planning 
unit  and  serve  as  a  guide  to  that  unit's  landscape  character. 

Man-made  alterations  to  the  natural  landscape  are  either  "cultural  intrusions" 
or  "modifications."  These  alterations  become  visual  attractions  or  detract 
from  the  landscape  and  consist  of  a  wide  range  of  items  and  scales. 

The  scenic  quality  rating  based  on  subjective  data  becomes  a  relative  indicator 
of  the  landscape's  visual  quality.  The  data  used  was  formulated  by  the  BLM 
and  outlined  in  their  manual  (8411)  on  the  subject. 

These  elements:  SQRU  Criteria,  SQRU  Classification;  Cultural  Modification 
Criteria;  and  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Criteria  make  up  the  methodological  and 
procedural  components  of  Scenic  Quality.  Detailed  sections  of  each  element 
follow. 

SCENIC  QUALITY  RATING  UNIT  CRITERIA 

The  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  (SQRU)  were  defined  by  a  three-step  process 
which  entailed:  1)  predelineation  of  units,  2)  aerial  verification,  and 
3)  field  refinement  and  final  delineation. 
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Within  each  of  the  steps  the  rating  units  were  further  refined  to  reflect 
their  physical  boundaries  from  the  following  criteria: 

1.  Predelineation  of  Units  -  The  data  collection  areas  were  first 
defined  by  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM)  Resource  Areas  and 
Planning  Units.  From  these  planning  boundaries  initial  rating 
units  were  drawn  using  guidelines  supplied  in  the  BLM  Manual 
8411,  "Upland  Visual  Resource  Inventory  and  Evaluation",  and  a 
series  of  maps  including  topographic  maps  (generally  7-1/2  minute 
and  15  minute  USGS  quadrangles)  relief  maps,  geology  maps,  and  aerial 
photographic  quadrangles.  The  key  element  in  establishing  rating 
units  was  discerning  areas  of  physiographic  integrity;  where  physical 
size  became  unimportant  and  gave  way  to  defining  areas  of  similar 
scenic  quality.  These  definitions  required  careful  analysis  of  scale 
and  visibility,  a  difficult  requirement  to  meet  from  map  study  alone, 
and  lead  to  both  our  second  and  third  steps. 

2.  Field  Refinement  and  Delineation  -  Using  topographic  field  maps 
with  the  refined  rating  units  drawn  on  them,  the  two-member  team 
drove  through  each  planning  unit  first  to  become  familiar  with 
the  general  area,  then  specifically  into  each  rating  unit  for  the 
purpose  of  rating  its  scenic  quality.  During  these  trips  the 
units  were  discussed  by  the  team  and  considerations  of  scale  and 
Visibility  were  decided  using  input  from  the  aerial  observation 
and  points  of  observation  in  the  field.  On  some  occasions 
members  of  the  local  BLM  office  traveled  with  our  teams  and 
contributed  to  this  effort.  Often  certain  SQRU  could  not  be 
entered;  generally  they  were  enclosed  by  locked  gates,  or  were 
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primitive  areas  without  access.  In  these  unusual  circumstances  the 
team  attempted  to  gain  visual  access  from  adjacent  areas  and  from 
aerial  observations,  aerial  photographs  and  topographic  maps  to 
define  the  rating  unit. 

3.   Field  Verification  -  A  management  team  (usually  the  Project  Director 
and  Project  Manager)  conducted  low  altitude  flights  and  ground 
reconnaissance  over  all  of  the  Resource  Areas  with  a  two-fold  ob- 
jective: 1)  to  review  field  inventory  results  (boundaries  and  ratings) 
and,  2)  to  become  personally  familiar  with  the  Resource  Area  prior  to 
conducting  a  visual  sensitivity  workshop. 

SCENIC  QUALITY  RATING  UNIT  CLASSIFICATION 

The  various  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  found  within  the  Williams  Fork,  Nipple 
Rim  and  Browns  Park  Planning  Units  each  fall  into  one  of  eleven  general  land- 
scape types.  These  general  types  of  landscapes  have  been  defined  physiographi- 
cally  based  upon  field  observations,  and  information  available  on  contour  maps 
and  aerial  photographs. 

The  eleven  landscape  types  which  have  been  defined  include  mountains,  ridges 
and  narrow  valleys,  canyons,  mesas,  rolling  hills,  broad  valleys,  river  valleys, 
basins,  reservoirs,  badlands,  ridges  or  rims.  Following  are  brief  narrative 
descriptions  cf  the  landscape  types  found  within  the  planning  units. 

Mountains  within  the  planning  units  are  generally  characterized  by  moderate 
to  steeply  sloping  land  at  higher  elevations.  High  alpine  ridges,  broken  talus 


-7- 


slopes,  and  smooth  undulating  slopes  are  all  common  to  the  mountainous  terrain. 
North-facing  slopes  tend  to  be  densely  forested  with  mixed  alpine  conifers  and 
aspen,  while  southfacing  slopes  support  somewhat  less  dense  stands  of  conifers 
and  aspen  along  with  pinyon  and  juniper  on  the  dryer   aspects. 

Cold  Spring  Mountain  within  Browns  Park  is  the  least  typical  of  all  mountainous 
landscapes.  The  southern  aspects  are  densely  covered  with  pinyon  juniper  asso- 
ciations. The  top  of  the  mountain  is  the  unique  segment  of  the  mountain  in 
that  it  is  wery   gently  sloping  and  is  dominated  by  grasslands.  The  only  other 
vegetative  type  is  aspen  which  occur  in  random,  isolated  groves.  These  groves 
are  restricted  to  the  individual  drainages  of  the  many  springs  which  flow  out 
of  the  mountain. 

Some  lesser  mountains  within  the  planning  unit  have  a  variety  of  vegetative 
types  which  characteristically  are  grass  and  sageland  on  the  lower  slopes.  These 
two  associations  dominate  the  lower  slopes,  and  with  the  gain  in  elevation  inter- 
mix with,  and  become  dominated  by  aspen/conifer  association  on  higher  slopes. 

Lands  of  intermediate  elevation,  lying  above  the  valley  floors  and  below  the 
mountains  are  considered  as  either  "ridges  and  narrow  valleys"  or  rolling  hills. 

Ridge  and  narrow  valley  areas  are  characterized  by  moderate  to  steeply  sloping 
land  which  crests  in  sharply  angular  ridge  lines.  Significant  rock  outcrops 
may  be  present  along  many  of  the  slopes.  Between  these  ridges  are  numerous 
steep  walled  valleys  which  have  been  formed  by  the  many  intermittent  streams 
which  drain  the  area.  Vegetation  is  somewhat  diverse  and  is  generally  dictated 
by  slope  and  aspect.  Conifers  and  aspen  are  confined  to  northern  aspects  and 
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higher  elevations.  Sage,  grasslands,  and  scrub  oak  are  commonly  found  on 
lower  slopes  and  southern  aspects. 

Areas  of  land  which  are  gentler  and  more  softly  rounded  than  the  more  rugged 
ridge  and  narrow  valley  areas  have  been  classified  as  "rolling  hills".  There 
are  basically  two  types  of  rolling  hills  which  are  differentiated  primarily 
due  to  elevation. 

The  upland  rolling  hill  environments  situated  near  or  at  the  base  of  the 
mountain  ranges  have  a  variety  of  vegetative  types  expressed  in  interesting 
forms,  textures  and  patterns.  Random  patterns  of  aspen  and  mixed  conifers 
and  grasslands  are  typical  along  the  hillsides,  while  the  small  valley  bottoms 
lying  between  these  hills  contain  small  water  features  in  the  form  of  ponds 
and  intermittent  streams.  Vegetation  is  diverse  within  these  wetter  valley 
floors. 

The  second  type  of  rolling  hills  are  similar  in  topography  to  the  upland  rolling 
hill  landscape.  The  primary  difference  is  that  within  these  lowland  rolling 
hills  vegetation  is  uniform  throughout,  and  are  dominantly  grass  and  sageland, 
or  pinyon  juniper  depending  upon  slight  elevational  differences.  Due  to  the 
low  profile  of  the  vegetative  types,  views  are  generally  more  expansive  within 
this  lowland  rolling  hill  landscape. 

Several  canyons  of  note  are  found  within  the  study  area,  and  are  characterized 
by  nearly  vertical,  precipitious  walls  exhibiting  a  variety  of  geological 
formations.  Flowing  rivers  or  streams  generally  bisect  the  canyon  floors  and 
are  visually  dominant  elements  within  the  canyons.  Vegetation  is  comprised 
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primarily  of  coniferous  species  which  vary  in  density  with  the  steepness 
of  the  canyon  walls. 

There  are  several  ridges  within  the  study  area.  These  are  differentiated 
from  the  ridge  and  narrow  valley  classification  because  these  areas  are 
characteristically  one,  independent  and  isolated  ridge,  rather  than  a 
continual  "ridge-valley-ridge"  landscape.  These  ridges  or  rims  have  moderate 
to  steep  slopes  with  a  variety  of  exposed  geological  formations.  Due  to  the 
sandstone,  claystone,  and  mudstone  makeup  of  these  ridges,  colors  are  extremely 
diverse,  and  slopes  are  highly  disected  and  eroded  due  to  the  geological  make- 
ups of  the  landforms. 

Broad  valleys  were  considered  to  be  wide  open  expanses  of  relatively  flat  to 
gently  sloping  lands  which  are  bounded  by  ranges  of  hills  or  mountains.  These 
areas  are  commonly  covered  by  thick  deposits  of  sedments  which  originated  in 
the  surrounding  mountains.  Agricultural  activities  are  found  within  these 
lands,  which  make  use  of  the  many  small  streams  draining  the  landscape.  Vege- 
tation is  somewhat  diverse  along  the  immediate  stream  courses  offering  interesting 
patterns,  textures,  and  colors  to  the  area.  Outside  the  direct  influence  of 
the  stream  course  vegetation  is  dominantly  grass  and  sage! and. 

In  the  dry  landscape  of  northwestern  Colorado,  a  major  river  is  an  important 
and  dominant  scenic  resource.  It  is  felt  that  a  major  river,  such  as  the 
Yampa  River,  can  be  managed  more  efficiently  as  a  unit  onto  itself  rather 
than  as  a  component  of  a  larger  unit  such  as  a  broad  valley  or  an  area  of 
rolling  hills.  For  this  reason,  land  associated  with  a  major  river  course 


-10- 


were  singled  out  and  classified  as  a  "river  valley".  Vegetation  is  the 
most  diverse  within  these  valleys  as  a  result  of  the  dominant  water  features. 
Agricultural  activities  are  common,  taking  advantage  of  the  water  supply  and 
flat  valley  floor. 

Major  water  bodies  in  the  form  of  reservoirs  were  singled  out  for  the  same 
reasons  as  were  major  river  valleys.  These  areas  are  commonly  used  heavily 
for  recreational  purposes. offering  a  variety  of  visual  experiences  and  recrea- 
tional opportunities. 

Basin  landscapes  are  similar  to  broad  valleys,  but  are  generally  much  larger 
in  scale  and  comprise  an  entire  watershed.  With  moderate  to  gentle  slopes, 
there  are  no  outstanding  landform  features.  Vegetation  is  primarily  limited 
to  grass  and  sageland  associations. 

Mesas  are  extensive  flat  land  areas  which  have  been  formed  by  the  erosion  of 
many  streams  which  have  cut  through  the  landscape.  Typically  these  mesas  are 
independent  from  other  mesas  and  are  separated  by  the  stream  courses  along  the 
periphery  of  the  mesas.  Vegetation  is  dominantly  grass  and  sageland  with 
small  scattered  stands  of  pinyon-juniper  associations. 

These  planning  units  contain  several  "badland"  areas.  Badland  landforms  are 
characteristically  areas  where  sandstone,  claystone,  mudstone,  and  shale  have 
been  exposed  through  erosion.  Diverse  colors  and  topography  are  characteristic 
of  these  units  and  contrast  greatly  to  surrounding  landscapes.  Little  if  any 
vegetation  exists  within  these  areas  which  highlights  the  intense  colors  and 
contrast  between  this  and  adjacent  landforms. 


-11- 


There  are  a  number  of  units  that  could  be  considered  to  fit  more  than  one 
category.  An  example  would  be  a  rating  unit  composed  of  one  or  two  mountains 
and  many  lesser  ridges;  this  unit  could  be  considered  as  either  "mountains" 
or  "ridges  and  narrow  valleys."  It  was  our  purpose  to  generally  classify  the 
SQRU  by  the  most  characteristic  physiographic  feature;  therefore,  an  area  of 
many  ridges  and  one  or  two  lesser  mountains  would  be  typed  as  "ridges  and 
narrow  valleys." 

The  classification  of  SQRU  by  general  types  has  been  provided  to  give  some 
indication  of  the  diversity  of  the  landscape  within  each  planning  unit. 

CULTURAL  MODIFICATION  CRITERIA 

Using  the  criteria  prescribed  in  Section  24  of  the  BLM's  Manual  8411  -  "Upland 
Visual  Resource  Inventory  and  Evaluation,"  the  field  teams  conducted  an  inven- 
tory of  significant  cultural  modifications  found  within  the  Scenic  Quality 
Rating  Units.  These  modifications  were  then  evaluated  in  regard  to  their 
overall  effect  on  the  visual  quality  of  the  landscape. 

Cultural  modifications  can  take  the  form  of  either  visual  intrusions  or  visual 
improvements.  For  purposes  of  this  study  the  cultural  modifications  which  were 
documented  were  those  which  were  judged  by  the  members  of  the  field  team  to  be 
visual  intrusions,  or  adverse  impacts  upon  the  area's  inherent  scenic  quality. 

The  specific  cultural  modifications  which  were  singled  out  for  documentation 
were  those  which  strongly  attracted  attention  or  tended  to  become  a  dominant 
feature  in  the  landscape.  These  conditions  were  defined  in  terms  of  the 
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severity  with  which  the  particular  modification  contrasted  with  the  natural 
components  of  the  surrounding  landscape.  Changes  in  landform,  water,  or 
vegetation  and  the  addition  of  structures  were  examined  to  determine  the 
extent  to  which  they  contrasted  with  the  basic  form,  line,  color,  and  texture 
characteristic  of  the  rating  unit.  If  the  overall  contrast  was  considered  to 
be  significant,  the  modification  was  photographed,  plotted  on  a  map,  and  rated 
on  the  Cultural  Modification  Field  Form. 

The  question  of  whether  or  not  to  document  a  cultural  modification  as  a  visual 
intrusion  was  also  influenced  by  proximity  to  developed  areas  and  the  modifi- 
cations scale,  or  size,  within  the  SQRU  as  a  whole. 

When  a  particular  land  use  or  cultural  modification  (which  would  ordinarily 
be  classified  as  a  visual  intrusion  on  the  basis  of  its  visual  contrast)  was 
located  in  an  area  strongly  dominated  by  the  influence  of  development,  it  was 
not  documented  as  a  visual  intrusion  and  was  considered  to  be  part  of  the 
developed  area.  Trailer  parks  located  on  the  outskirts  of  an  urban  area,  for 
example,  were  not  singled  out  though  trailer  parks  in  an  area  relatively  free 
of  development  were. 

In  areas  which  were  free  of  the  overbearing  visual  influence  of  an  urban  develop- 
ment, scale  was  the  factor  which  was  used  to  determine  which  cultural  modifica- 
tions would  be  documented.  Generally,  large  scale  features  were  singled  out 
while  small-scale  features  were  not.  By  way  of  example,  fences  were  not 
documented  though  transmission  lines  were.  Billboards  weren't  considered 
though  junk  yards  were.  The  decision  was  highly  subjective  but  not  arbitrary. 


General  Types 

As  mentioned,  the  field  teams  were  oriented  toward  documenting  cultural  modi- 
fications which  created  strong  contrasts  with  the  natural  elements  of  the 
landscape.  A  general  listing  of  the  cultural  modifications  noted  within  the 
various  planning  units  would  include  the  following: 

1)  Power  Generation  Plants 

2)  Substations 

3)  Large  gravel  and/or  borrow  pits 

4)  Transmission  towers  and  cuts  through  wooded  slopes  for  tower  construction 
and  maintenance  roads 

5)  Gas  drilling  and  pumping  stations 

These  general  intrusions  are  often  repetitive  within  each  planning  unit  and 
when  identical  intrusions  such  as  transmission  lines  are  present  within  an 
area,  they  are  usulaly  grouped  together.  Specific  cultural  intrusions  and 
locations  are  described  on  the  "Field  Form  for  Modification  Inventory  and 
Feature  Contrast  Score." 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  RATING  CRITERIA 

The  scenic  quality  rating  is  a  relative  indication  of  the  visual  quality  of 
the  landscape  based  on  a  systematic  approach  and  analysis  of  the  landscape 
elements.  Considered  are  the  physical  landscape  components  of  landform, 
vegetation,  water  and  color;  the  relative  scarcity  or  uniqueness  of  that 
particular  landscape  type  within  the  region;  the  extent  to  which  it  has  been 
altered  by  man  and  the  degree  to  which  lands  in  adjacent  rating  units  enhance 
its  overall  visual  quality.  Each  rating  criteria  receives  a  score  according 
to  established  methodology  as  shown  in  Figure  1  taken  from  the  BLM  8411  manual, 
The  combined  numerical  total  then  determines  one  of  three  levels  (A,  B  &  C) 
of  scenic  quality. 

Ratings  were  done  within  the  context  of  the  Rocky  Mountain  and  Wyoming  Basin 
physiographic  provinces. 
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SCENIC 
QUALITY 

A=  19-33 
B=  12-18 

C=  o~ii 


FIGURE     1 


Visual  Sensitivity 
criteria 

The  criteria  and  procedure  used  for  determining  visual  sensitivity  are  those 
set  forth  in  BLM's  8411  manual.  Basically,  this  involves  a  two-part  inventory 
and  evaluation  process  consisting  of:  1)  determination  of  user  volume  and, 
2)  user  attitudes  toward  change  in  the  landscape.  The  results  of  these  two 
independent  analyses  are  combined  according  to  established  procedures  and 
result  in  a  determination  of  final  visual  sensitivity  levels. 

USE  VOLUME 

The  collection  of  use  volume  data  is  to  determine  the  number  of  people  viewing 
the  landscape  at  various  locations.  The  greater  the  number  of  viewers  in 
any  given  area,  the  greater  the  "exposure"  it  receives  and  the  greater  its 
sensitivity  is  said  to  be.  Actual  use  volume  is  categorized  into  one  of 
three  levels  (H,  M,  or  L)  according  to  the  following  criteria  (BLM  Manual 
8411  31Ala): 


H 
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t 
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HIGH 

MEDIUM 
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Use  volume 

Segments  of  travel 

Segnents  of  travel 
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routes,  use  sites 

routes,  use  sites 

nents  with  less 

no  distinction 

or  population  cen- 
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ters  which  receive 
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visits/yr.  or  more 
than  200  vehicles/ 
day  (ADT  year  round), 
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20,000  to  200,000 
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to  200  vehicles 
per  day  (ADT  year 
round),  or  a  com- 
parable degree  of 
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vehicles/day  (ADT 
year  round). 
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trills,  rivers, 
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visits/yr. 

■water  bodies. 

trams 
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Travel  routes  or  use  areas  of  High  or  Moderate  volume  are  considered  to  be 
Key  Observation  Points  (KOPs).  From  these  KOPs,  the  landscape  can  be  seen 
(referred  to  as  the  "seen  area")  is  mapped  out  to  a  maximum  distance  of  15 
miles.  The  level  of  volume  of  that  KOP  (either  High  or  Moderate)  is  then 
designated  for  the  entire  seen  area  around  that  KOP.  Where  an  area  can  be 
seen  from  both  a  high  volume  KOP  and  a  moderate  volume  KOP,  the  high  desig- 
nation is  given. 

Use  data  for  this  study  was  obtained  through  the  BLM  Area  Offices,  from  the 
State  Highway  Department,  county  road  departments,  State  Division  of  Parks 
and  Outdoor  Recreation,  U.S.  Forest  Service,  and  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
Though  somewhat  variable  in  age,  ~the  data  used,  in  all  cases,  was  the  most 
current  available.  Where  notable  data  gaps  occurred,  the  best  estimate  of  the 
agency  representative  was  used  considering  current  use  patterns  and  known  use 
levels  of  adjacent  roads/areas. 

Seen  areas  were  manually  derived  in  the  office  through  the  use  of  topographic 
and  raised  relief  maps.  The  results  were  reviewed  and  refined  during  the  course 
of  the  study  by  the  Project  Manager  and  other  members  of  the  study  team. 


USER  ATTITUDES 

Data  on  user  attitudes  toward  change  is  collected  in  order  to  determine  the 

extent  of  public  concern  for  various  lands  within  the  planning  unit  and 

specifically,  their  attitudes  toward  visual  modification  of  the  landscape. 

It  is  the  only  point  in  the  inventory  process  where  public  input  is  considered. 
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The  procedure  used  in  this  analysis  was  a  somewhat  modified  version  of  the 
"Extensive", (low  level)  procedure  set  forth  in  BLM  Manual  8411.  Basically, 
it  involves  a  workshop  format  with  selected  representatives  of  various  agencies, 
private  interests  and  public  interest  groups.  They  are  asked  to  respond  to  a 
variety  of  possible  landscape  modifications  within  specific  landscape  units 
which  are  based  on  the  Scenic  Quality  Rating  Units  (SQRU).  These  responses  are 
then  evaluated  by  qualitative  means  to  determine  a  high,  moderate  or  low  level 
of  sensitivity  for  each  rating  area. 

With  this  general  direction  from  the  BLM  8411  manual  it  was  first  necessary 
to  determine  the  specific  data  needs  and  a  format  for  obtaining  this  information, 
In  order  to  determine  user  response  to  change  it  was  decided  to  obtain  a  com- 
prehensive list  of  the  generic  types  of  change  possible  on  BLM  lands.  These 
were  then  grouped  into  seven  major  over  categories  based  on  similarities  in 
their  visual  effect  on  the  landscape,  e.g.  landform,  vegetation  and/or 
structure  modification.  Only  those  specific  generic  types  within  each  category 
that  are  appropriate  to  a  given  Planning  Unit  are  presented  to  workshop  parti- 
cipants. In  some  cases  an  entire  over-category  was  deleted  if  inappropriate 
or  unlikely  in  that  Planning  Unit. 

As  a  context  within  which  to  judge  these  responses  it  was  decided  that  parti- 
cipants should,  at  the  outset,  indicate  the  relative  sensitivity  or  value  they 
placed  on  the  visual  resource  of  each  rating  area.  For  this  purpose,  parti- 
cipants were  asked  to  indicate  the  level  of  protection  that  should  be  given 
to  the  visual  resource.  One  of  four  levels  were  presented  as  options:  Very 
High  Protection,  High  Protection,  Moderate  Protection  or  Low  Protection. 
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After  indicating  the  overall  level  of  protection  for  an  individual  rating 
unit,  participants  were  then  instructed  to  indicate  their  relative  prefer- 
ence toward  specific  landscape  modifications  that  could  potentially  take  place 
in  that  unit.  Participants  were  asked  to  respond  to  each  modification  category 
in  one  of  three  ways: 

A.  This  landscape  type  and  rating  area  would  be  among  the  most 
preferable  locations. 

B.  This  landscape  type  and  rating  area  would  be  a  moderately 
preferable  location. 

C.  This  landscape  type  and  rating  area  would  be  among  the  least 
preferable  locations. 

A  response  of  "A"  indicates  a  low  user  sensitivity  for  this  type  of  modification 

in  that  particular  rating  unit.  Conversely,  a  response  of  "C"  would  indicate  a 

high  user  sensitivity  for  this  type  of  modification  within  the  rating  unit. 

Responses  based  upon  preference  serves  a  secondary  purpose  in  that  it  is  possible 
to  identify  rating  units  in  which  a  modification  is  most  preferred  and  those 
units  in  which  the  modification  is  least  preferred.  A  workshop  rating  form  was 
then  developed  around  these  data  needs  on  a  rating  unit  basis  (see  Figure  2). 
Participants  were  also  instructed  to  indicate  any  specific  issues,  projects  or 
areas  of  concern  visually  on  the  back  of  the  rating  forms.  These  responses 
were  primarily  for  the  benefit  of  the  Area  Manager  and  not  factored  into 
the  final  ratings. 

To  determine  a  list  of  workshop  participants  Wirth  Associates  first  met  with 
BLM  representatives  to  develop  a  generic  list  of  types  of  interest  or  agency 
input  desired.  The  following  general  types  of  input  were  decided  upon:  federal, 
state  and  local  (county  and  city)  agency  representation  (including  administrative, 
design  and  planning  representatives);  conservation  organizations;  cattlemen, 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DAT    SHEET 


.RESOURCE  AREA 


.PLANNING  UNIT 


PARTICIPANT 

REPRESENTING. 
DATE 


V 


RATING  AREA 
Hame 

No. 

DESIRED  VISUAL 
MGMT.  CLASS 

Landform-1 

Landform-2 

USER  REACTION  TO  VISUAL  CHANGE  BV: 
Landform-3  :  Landfora-4   f  Landf./Veg. 

Veg. /Struct. -1 

Veg./Structr2 

CATEGORIES  OF  VISUAL  CHANGE 

Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction  (mining- 
oil  &  gas) 

Resource  Extraction  (mining- 

coal  operations) 

Landform-3 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 

Landform-4 

Dams/water  Impoundments 

(Irrigation  &  storage) 

Landform/Vegetatlon 

a.  Roads 

Railroads 

b.  Pipelines 

■ 

Veqe ta t ion/St  rue tu res -1 

a.  Power  Lines 

Ref  1  ec tors/ Repeat or s 

Substations 
b.  Power  Plants 

Veqe tat ion/Structures -2 

Ski  areas/Resorts 



- - 





DESIRED  VISUAL  MANAGEMENT  LEVEL                                             USER  REACTION  TO  VISUAL  CHANGE  BY: 

VH   -  Very  High  Protection  -  the  existing  appearance  of  this  area  should        ,   If  we  assume  that  visual  modification  of  the  types  listed  above  will  occur 

not  be  changed.                                                    or  cont1nue  1n  th1s  re91on: 
H    -  IHqh  Protection  -  modification  could  take  place  but  would  have  to            A     -  This  landscape  type  and  rating  area  would  be  among  the  most 

be  only  slightly  visible  1n  this  landscape.                                     preferable  locations. 

M    -  Moderate  Protection  -  modification  could  take  place  and  may  be              B     -  This  landscape  type  and  rating  area  would  be  1  moderately 
readily  visible  but  not  more  dominant  than  the  existing  landscape.                  preferable  location. 

1    -  Low  Protection  -  modification  may  be  so  extensive  that  it  could             C     -  This  Undscapejypeand  rating  area  would  be  anonn  the  least 

mining  and  utility  representation;  off-road  vehicle,  guide  and  sky  type 
recreation  representation;  and  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  "average  citizen" 
representation.  From  this  generic  list,  the  BLM  District  and/or  Area  Office 
selected  specific  representatives  for  each  category.  Both  a  preliminary 
letter  of  notification  and  a  follow-up  letter  were  composed  by  Wirth  Associates 
and  sent  to  each  selected  representative  (example  following  page  22).  This 
was  followed  by  a  personal  phone  reminder  by  Wirth  Associates  prior  to  the 
meeting. 

The  Project  Director  and  Project  Manager  made  a  flight  over  the  study  area 
two  days  prior  to  the  workshop  to  review  scenic  quality  rating  unit  boundaries 
and  ratings,  to  become  personally  familiar  with  the  study  area  prior  to  the 
workshop,  and  to  determine  whether  or  not  certain  rating  units  should  be 
further  sub-divided  or  combined  for  purposes  of  the  workshop.  Final  visual 
sensitivity  workshop  rating  unit  maps  and  forms  were  then  prepared  on  this 
basis. 

The  workshop  format  followed  the  following  basic  outline: 

A.  Introduction  (BLM  Area  Manager) 

-  Relationship  of  this  study  to  the  overall  Area  planning  effort 

B.  Study  overview  and  background  (Wirth  Associates) 

C.  VRM  program  overview  (Wirth  Associates) 

D.  Slide  overview  of  rating  areas  within  the  Resource  Area 
(Wirth  Associates) 

E.  Slide  examples  of  various  possible  generic  landscape  modifications 
(Wirth  Associates) 
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F.  Participant  ratings  on  a  rating  unit  by  rating  unit  basis  (facilitated 
by  Wirth  Associates) 

G.  Participant  narratives  on  specific  issues  or  projects  of  concern 
(facilitated  by  Wirth  Associates). 

Following  the  workshop,  an  initial  analysis  of  the  results  was  made  by  Wirth 
Associates  which  led  to  a  preliminary  overall  user  attitude  rating  of  Low, 
Moderate  or  High  for  each  rating  unit.  Initially,  each  form  was  reviewed  to 
determine  whether  or  not  the  results  would  be  utilized.  Forms  were  considered 
invalid  if  it  were  apparent  that  the  participant  was  confused  about  the 
information  requested  or  made  no  distinction  between  rating  areas  or  types  of 
change  (e.g.  rated  all  possible  actions  for  all  rating  areas  the  same). 

Where  ratings  were  ambiguous  but  a  reasonable  assumption  could  be  made  as  to 
the  intended  response  changes  were  made  and  documented  on  the  rating  form. 
Partially  completed  forms  were  utilized  if  responses  apepared  consistent  and 
an  understanding  of  the  desired  information  was  apparent  by  the  responses  given. 

Valid  forms  were  qualitatively  evaluated  and  tallied  by  the  same  review  team 
according  to  a  rating  form  specially  designed  for  this  purpose  (see  Figure  3). 
According  to  this  form,  responses  to  Desired  Management  Class  are  totaled  and 
compared  to  totals  for  responses  to  various  categories  of  landscape  change. 
Where  there  was -a  difference  for  a  rating  area  between  the  overall  level  of 
protection  designated  through  the  Desired  Management  Class  and  the  overall 
level  of  sensitivity  toward  change,  a  preliminary  H/M  or  M/L  designation  was 
given. 
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Once  the  preliminary  analysis  was  complete,  a  follow-up  meeting  was  held  with 
the  Area  Manager  and  appropriate  members  of  his  staff  to  review  the  results. 
An  explanation  of  the  preliminary  analysis  procedure  was  presented  and  reviewed. 
Following  this,  each  summary  and  analysis  form  was  reviewed  with  the  Area  Office 
personnel.  Borderline  H/M  and  M/L  ratings  were  resolved  at  this  time  based  on 
intensity  of  responses,  consistency  of  thought,  overall  trends,  specific 
participant  responses,  amount  of  BLM  land  in  the  rating  area,  user  types  and 
trends  in  the  area  and  specific  issues  surrounding  the  area.  In  addition,  if 
the  Area  Manager  and  staff  felt  that,  based  on  the  above  considerations, 
participant  responses  clearly  did  not  reflect  the  true  level  of  sensitivity 
for  a  given  area,  they  raised  or  lowered  the  rating.'  In  all  cases,  a  written 
rationale  was  prepared  in  the  space  provided  on  each  summary  and  analysis  form 
(Figure  3)  which  documented  the  basis  for  the  final  rating. 
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VISUAL  SENSITIV  f  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 
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I   1  -   High  Ratings;      HI  -   Moderate  Ratings;      13  -   Low  Ratings 
*  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 
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June  14,  1979 


Subject:  BLM  Colorado  Visual  Resource  Inventory,  Sensitivity  Workshops, 
Craig,  Colorado,  July  10  and  11 

Dear  Sir: 

As  part  of  an  ongoing  effort  to  prepare  a  resource  inventory  of  public 
lands,  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  (BLM)  is  in  the  process  of  directing 
an  inventory  of  the  visual  resources  for  approximately  8.5  million  acres 
within  Colorado. 

Wirth  Associates,  Inc.  has  been  retained  by  the  BLM  to  conduct  this 
visual  resource  inventory  in  Colorado. 

Portions  of  all  four  BLM  districts  in  Colorado  are  involved  in  this 
inventory-- Craig,  Grand  Junction,  Montrose,  and  Canon  City.  The  inventory 
covers  all  lands  within  certain  Planning  Units  (PU)  in  the  following  BLM 
Resource  Areas  (RA): 


CRAIG  DISTRICT 


GRAND  JUNCTION  DISTRICT 


Little  Snake  River 

RA 

Williams  Fork 

PU 

Nipple  Rim 

PU 

Brown's  Park 

PU 

Kremmling 

RA 

North  Park 

PU 

Glenwood  Springs 
Grand  Junction 

RA 
RA 

MONTROSE  DISTRICT 

San  Juan 

Uncompahgre  Basin 
San  Miguel 

RA 
RA 
RA 

CANON  CITY  DISTRICT 

Royal  Gorge 
Northeast 

RA 
RA 

The  attached  map  shows  the  general  locations  of  these  BLM  Districts 
Resource  Areas,  and  Planning  Units. 


June  14,  1979 
Page  -2- 

As  part  of  this  effort,  Wirth  Associates,  Inc.  is  conducting  a  series  of 
workshops  with  representatives  of  federal,  state,  and  local  agencies,  and 
special  interest  groups  within  each  of  the  previously  listed  Resource  Areas 
and  Planning  Units.  Public  concerns  for  changes  to  the  visual  quality 
within  each  Resource  Area  and  Planning  Unit  are  the  focus  of  these  meetings. 

A  workshop  will  be  held  for  the  Nipple  Rim  and  Brown's  Park  Planning  Units 
(highlighted  on  attached  map)  in  Craig,  Colorado  on  Tuesday,  July  10, 
7:00  p.m.  at  the  Junior  High  School  Cafeteria,  201  East  9th. 

Two  workshops  will  be  held  for  the  Williams  Fork  Planning  Unit  (highlighted 
on  attached  map)  in  Craig,  Colorado  on  Wednesday,  July  11,  10:00  a.m.  and 
7:00  p.m.,  at  the  Junior  High  School  Cafeteria,  201  East  9th. 

The  two  meetings  on  the  Williams  Fork  Planning  Unit  will  have  the  same 
content.  We  have  set  up  two  times  simply  for  your  convenience.  If  you 
have  an  interest  in  both  the  Nipple  Rim/Brown's  Park  PU's  and  the  Williams 
Fork  PU,  you  or  another  representative  from  your  group  would  probably  want 
to  plan  on  attending  the  one  workshop  on  July  10,  and  one  of  the  two  work- 
shops on  July  11. 

Please  plan  to  participate,  and  share  with  us  your  insight  and  understanding 
of  public  concerns  over  visual  changes  occurring,  or  possibly  occurring, 
to  landscapes  within  these  areas. 

Your  assistance  will  enable  the  BLM  to  more  responsively  manage  the  visual 
resources  on  public  lands. 

We  will  be  contacting  you  again  prior  to  the  workshops  to  provide  you  with 
additional  information  concerning  the  format  and  specific  content  of  the 
meetings  in  Craig. 

Sincerely, 

WIRTH  ASSOCIATES,  INC. 

Tim  Tetherow 
Project  Director 

TT:lb 


June  29,  1979 


Dear  Sir: 

This  follow-up  letter  is  to  remind  you  of  the  workshops  being  held  as  part 
of  the  Visual  Resource  Inventory  being  conducted  statewide  by  Wirth  Associates 
for  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management.  Workshops  will  be  held  for  the  Craig 
District  at  the  following  times  and  places: 

One  workshop  will  be  held  for  the  Nipple  Rim  and  Brown's  Park  Planning  Units 
(highlighted  on  attached  map)  in  Craig,  Colorado  on  Tuesday,  July  10, 
7:00  p.m.  at  the  Junior  High  School  Cafeteria,  201  East  9th. 

Two  workshops  will  be  held  for  the  Williams  Fork  Planning  Unit  (highlighted 
on  attached  map)  in  Craig,  Colorado  on  Wednesday,  July  11,  10:00  a.m.  and 
7:00  p.m.,  at  the  Junior  High  School  Cafeteria,  201  East  9th. 

The  two  meetings  on  the  Williams  Fork  Planning  Unit  will  have  the  same  con- 
tent. We  have  set  up  two  times  simply  for  your  convenience.  If  you  have  an 
interest  in  both  the  Nipple  Rim/Brown's  Park  PU's  and  the  Williams  Fork  PU, 
you  or  another  representative  from  your  group  would  probably  want  to  plan 
on  attending  the  one  workshop  on  July  10,  and  one  of  the  two  workshops  on 
July  11. 

As  indicated  in  the  previous  letter,  the  purpose  of  this  workshop  is  to  gain 
public  input  on  questions  of  change  in  the  visual  quality  of  the  landscape 
resulting  from  a  variety  of  possible  land  management  actions.  The  data 
obtained  from  this  workshop  is  a  key  aspect  in  the  overall  Visual  Resource 
Management  (VRM)  inventory  and  analysis  process.  As  such,  it  plays  an  im- 
portant role  in  the  determination  of  final  visual  quality  standards  for  the 
various  BLM  lands  within  the  Resource  Area.  The  scope  of  this  workshop,  how- 
ever, is  not  limited  to  Bureau  lands  since  BLM  land  management  actions  would 
visually  affect  adjacent  lands.  Rather,  consideration  will  be  given  to  all 
lands  within  the  Resource  Area  regardless  of  ownership. 

The  workshop  will  be  jointly  facilitated  by  the  BLM  and  Wirth  Associates, 
who  has  been  contracted  by  the  Bureau  to  conduct  visual  inventory  and 
analysis  studies  on  selected  lands  in  Colorado.  The  format  will  be  as 
follows: 
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INTRODUCTION 


Resource  Area  planning  effort 
Purpose  of  the  workshop 


ORIENTATION 


VRM  program  overview  -  use  of  VRM  data 
Slide  overview  of  the  Planning  Unit 

DATA  INPUT 

Your  desired  visual  standards  for  various  lands  within  the 
Resource  Area  (e.g.  very  high,  high,  moderate,  or  low  protection). 

Your  reaction  to  visual  change  on  various  lands  resulting  from 
the  following  types  of  land  management  alterations: 

Your  narrative  discussion  of  specific  land  management  issues  or 
projects  of  concern  to  you. 

Individual  rating  forms  will  be  provided  so  that  after  discussion  of  topics 
or.  areas  with  others  at  your  table  you  may  make  your  response  privately.  In 
order  to  complete  the  presentation  and  record  your  input  in  the  two  hours 
alloted,  however,  it  is  essential  that  we  adhere  closely  to  the  topics  and 
format  described  above.  We  desire  your  views  on  specific  local  issues  and 
projects  and  the  final  phase  of  the  program  will  be  devoted  to  recording  them. 

Enclosed  is  a  map  of  the  lands  to  be  covered  in  these  workshops  for  your 
information. 

As  a  selected  spokesman  for  a  particular  user  or  interest  group,  your  input 
to  this  workshop  is  key  because  of  the  public  sector  you  represent.  Without 
your  presence,  their  important  viewpoint  may  not  be  given  adequate  considera- 
tion. This  personal,  additional  reminder  is  intended  to  represent  an  indica- 
tion of  the  level  of  importance  the  Bureau  places  on  the  visual  resource  and 
its  consideration  in  future  land  management  planning  and  decision  making.  It 
is  also  intended  to  indicate  the  importance  we  put  on  your  input  in  the  final 
determination  of  VRM  standards  for  Bureau  lands  within  the  Craig  District. 

Sincerely, 

WIRTH  ASSOCIATES,  INC. 

Tim  Tetherow 
Project  Director 

Enclosure 


FINAL  SENSITIVITY 

The  Final  Sensitivity  Rating  is  the  result  of  the  combination  of  use  volume 
sensitivity  and  user  attitudes  sensitivity  according  to  the  following  matrix 
taken  from  the  BLM  Manual  (8411. 31A4): 
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The  process  used  is  a  mechanical  one  in  which  the  two  preliminary  sensitivity 
maps  are  overlain  and  the  final  sensitivity  rating  for  any  given  area  is  deter- 
mined simply  by  the  particular  conditions  of  the  two  preliminary  ratings. 
When  very  small  islands  of  land  resulted  (less  than  1/2  mile  wide)  that  had  a 
rating  different  from  the  adjacent  land,  a  decision  was  made  to  give  it  the 
designation  of  the  adjacent  land  with  which  it  had  the  most  similarity  from 
a  management  standpoint. 


Distance  Zones 
criteria 

Distance  Zone  classifications  are  used  to  indicate  the  relative  detail 
that  is  perceived  in  natural  and  man-made  features  on  the  landscape-  The 
closer  an  object  is  to  the  viewer  the  greater  the  detail  4n  which  it  is 
perceived  and  the  greater  is  its  perceived  scale  in  relation  to  the 
surrounding  landscape.  Therefore,  a  landscape  modification  near  the  viewer 
would  have  a  greater  negative  visual  effect  than  the  same  modification  seen 
further  away. 

Distance  Zone  categories  as  defined  in  the  BLM  VRM  system  include  the 
following:  Foreground/Middleground  -  from  viewer  location  to  3-5  miles; 
Background  =  from  3-5  miles  to  approximately  15  miles;  and  Seldom  Seen  = 
beyond  the  approximate  15  mile  limit.  The  Seldom  Seen  designation  is  also 
applied  to  areas  that  because  of  topographic  screening  are  unseen  from  any 
designated  viewer  location. 

The  criteria  and  procedure  used  for  delineating  distance  zones  are  those  set 
forth  in  BLM;s  8411  manual.  This  procedure  first  involves  the  determination 
of  Key  Observer  Points  (KOPs).  These  points  are  the  same  as  those  used  for 
the  visual  sensitivity  -  use  volume  study  (see  use  volume  methodology  narrative 
preceeding). 
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From  these  points  (or  travel  routes)  a  "seen  area  analysis"  (see  yisual 
sensitivity  -  use  volume  narrative)  is  conducted.  All  lands  that  can 
be  seen  from  that  point  or  trayel  corridor  out  to  a  distance  of  3-5  miles 
are  labeled  as  Foreground/Mi ddleground.  All  lands  that  can  be  seen  from 
that  point  or  corridor  between  3-5  miles  and  15  miles  are  labeled  as  Background, 
All  lands  that  are  beyond  15  miles  from  any  KOP  or  are  unseen  from  any  KOP 
are  labeled  as  Seldom  Seen.  Where  overlaps  of  these  zones  occur  (from  2  or 
more  KOPs)  the  closer  zone  is  designated. 

For  this  study  use  volume  information  was  taken  from  various  sources,  as 
indicated  in  the  visual  sensitivity  ->  use  yolume  narrative.  A  manual 
seen  area  analysis  was  conducted  from  the  moderate  and  high  yolume  points/ 
corridors  in  the  office  from  topographic  and  raised  relief  maps.  Appropriate 
distance  zone  designations  were  then  made.  This  preliminary  distance  zone 
map  was  then  taken  to  the  field  by  the  scenic  quality  inventory  team  for 
verification.  Revisions  were  made  accordingly. 
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WILLIAMS  FORK  PLANNING  UNIT 
General  Setting 

The  Williams  Fork  Planning  Unit  is  situated  in  northwestern  Colorado  to  the 
west  of  the  Park  Range  Mountains.  The  unit  in  total  encompasses  897,600  acres, 
slightly  smaller  than  Browns  Park  and  Nipple  Rim  Planning  Units  combined. 

The  planning  unit  is  bordered  to  the  east  by  the  Park  Range  Mountains  and  the 
Routt  National  Forest,  to  the  north  by  the  Colorado  state  line,  and  to  the  west 
by  the  Great  Divide,  Nipple  Rim,  and  Maybe!!  Planning  Units.  These  three 
planning  units  form  a  semi -circle  around  the  western  border  of  the  Williams 
Fork  Planning  Unit.  To  the  south,  the  unit  is  bordered  by  the  Flat  Top  Primitive 
Area  which  is  also  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Routt  National  Forest.  The 
Elkhead  Mountains,  an  east/west  extension  of  the  Park  Range  extend  into  the 
planning  unit  in  the  north,  separating  the  Little  Snake  River  Basin  from  the 
Yanpa  River  Basin. 

The  planning  unit  lies  almost  entirely  within  the  Wyoming  Basin  physiographic 
province  as  defined  by  Fenneman.  Small  segments  of  the  Southern  Rocky  Mountain 
province  extend  into  the  unit,  but  are  primarily  restricted  to  the  eastern  portions 
of  the  Williams  Fork. 

In  a  general  sense,  the  entire  planning  unit  is  a  series  of  basins  or 
watersheds  of  the  Williams  Fork,  Yampa,  and  Little  Snake  Rivers.  The  Yampa 
River  bisects  the  main  body  of  the  planning  unit  (south  of  the  Elkhead  Mountains) 
flowing  east  to  west  beyond  the  planning  unit.  For  descriptive  purposes  the 
planning  unit  can  be  divided  into  three  segments:  1)  south  of  the  Yampa  River, 
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2)  northeast  of  the  Yampa  and  Fortification  Creek,  3)  northwest  of  the  Yampa 
and  Fortification  Creek. 

South  of  the  Yampa  River  the  landscape  consists  of  a  series  of  gently  rolling 
lowland  hills.  These  hills  grade  up  to  the  south  into  the  northern  aspects  of 
the  Williams  Fork  Mountains.  The  Williams  Fork  Mountains  bisect  the  southern 
half  of  the  planning  unit  with  an  east-west  orientation.  These  slopes  are 
relatively  smooth  in  form  and  moderately  sloping.  Vegetation  within  the  rolling 
hills  is  dominantly  grasslands  which  intermix  with  small  shrubs  and  scrub  oak 
as  one  gains  elevation  closer  to  the  Williams  Fork  Mountains.  The  southern 
aspects  to  the  mountain  are  in  complete  contrast  to  the  northern  aspects  due  to 
topography  and  vegetative  differences.  The  south-facing  slopes  are  highly  disected 
and  eroded  with  many  exposed  horizontal  bands  of  light  brown  to  grey  sandstones 
interbedded  by  shale  and  coal.  These  southern  slopes  lack  vegetation  primarily 
due  to  the  degree  of  slope.  South  of  the  dramatic  and  broken  slopes  is  the 
Williams  Fork  River  Valley.  The  river  valley  separates  the  Williams  Fork  Mountains 
from  the  Flat  Top  Primitive  Area  to  the  south.  South  of  the  valley,  the  land- 
scape again  grades  up  to  the  south  into  the  Flat  Tops  which  are  situated  immedi- 
ately outside  the  Planning  Unit.  The  river  valley  is  accentuated  through  con- 
trasting elements  of  the  adjacent  mountain  ranges. 

To  the  east  toward  the  Park  Range, the  landscape  diversity  increases.  East 
of  the  Williams  Fork  Mountains  are  two  parks  which  are  an  extension  of  the  low- 
land rolling  hills  south  of  the  Yampa  River.  Twentymile  and  Eckman  Park  serve 
as  transitional  landforms  between  the  Williams  Fork  and  Park  Range  Mountains. 
East  of  the  parks  are  the  lesser  landforms  of  Quarry,  Blacktail  and  Thorpe 
Mountains.  These  mountains  are  somewhat  isolated  from  one  another  and  mark  the 
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beginning  of  the  Park  Range.  These  landforms  are  characteristic  of  mountainous 
environments  in  that  they  contain  moderate  slopes  and  diverse  vegetative  patterns 
and  associations. 

South  of  Thorpe  Mountain  is  the  upper  Yampa  Valley.  The  river  valley  is  bordered 
to  the  east  and  west  by  the  Park  Range  and  Flat  Tops  respectively  which  form  the 
headwaters  to  the  Yampa  River. 

The  northeastern  segment  of  the  planning  unit  north  of  the  Yampa  River  and  east 
of  Fortification  Creek  consists  of  a  series  of  ridges  and  narrow  valleys  which 
rise  fairly  abruptly  out  of  the  river  valley  itself.  These  areas  are  of  the 
same  geological  makeup  as  the  Williams  Fork  mountains  to  the  south  and  also 
contain  exposed  horizontal  bands  of  sandstone,  shale,  and  coal. 

North  of  these  ridges  the  landscape  grades  up  into  the  Elkhead  Mountains  and 
the  Routt  National  Forest.  These  mountains  bisect  this  northeastern  segment  of 
the  planning  unit  and  separate  the  Yampa  River  basin  from  the  Little  Snake  River 
basin  to  the  north  of  the  range. 

The  foothills  to  the  south  of  the  mountains  are  fairly  uniform  in  slope  and 
vegetative  types  consisting  of  grasslands,  scrub  oaks  and  other  small  shrubs. 
These  foothills  contrast  greatly  to  the  visually  dominant  Elkhead  Mountains 
primarily  due  to  the  vegetative  associations.  At  higher'  elevations,  precipitation 
increases  with  the  result  of  an  increase  in  vegetative  types,  diversity,  and 
amount  of  cover.  The  mountains  are  visually  dominant  landforms  within  this 
northern  region.  The  foothills  south  of  the  mountains  wrap  around  the  range 
and  are  similar  in  character  north  of  the  range  in  the  Little  Snake  River  watershed. 
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The  primary  difference  between  the  northern  region  and  the  southern  region 
of  the  Elkhead  Range  is  that  in  the  northern  region  the  landscape  is  broken 
by  a  series  of  independent,  isolated  volcanic  mountains.  The  major  peaks 
include  Baker,  Columbus,  Lone,  Piney,  and  Shield  Mountains.  These  mountains 
rise  dramatically  above  the  lesser  foothills  and  are  visually  dominant  land- 
forms  within  the  region. 

These  foothills  slope  down  to  the  north  and  terminate  at  the  Little  Snake 
River  which  lies  on  the  Colorado/Wyoming  state  line. 

The  northwestern  segment  of  the  planning  unit  is  the  most  typical  of  the  Wyoming 
Basin  physiographic  province  within  the  planning  unit.  This  whole  region  con- 
sists of  lowland  rolling  hills  dominated  by  grass  and  sagelands.  This  area 
lacks  diversity  of  landscape  elements  and  appears  homogeneous  throughout.  The 
only  dominant  landform  is  Cedar  Mountain  situated  northwest  of  Craig.  Cedar 
Mountain  rises  800  feet  out  of  the  rolling  hills  and  is  a  visually  dominant 
landform.  The  mountain  itself  is  volcanic  in  origin  and  as  a  result  takes  on 
a  different  visual  character  with  varying  aspects. 

There  are  a  variety  of  land  uses  within  the  planning  unit.  The  dominant  uses 
are  agricultural  and  ranching  oriented,  in  addition  to  coal,  oil,  and  gas  develop- 
ment. Agricultural  and  ranching  lands  are  located  throughout  the  region  and  are 
restricted  primarily  to  the  lowland  environments.  Coal  mining  operations  are 
quite  extensive.  These  mines  are  typically  located  within  the  Williams  Fork 
Mountains  and  the  adjacent  Eckman  Park.  The  coal  seams  are  generally  accessible 
through  strip  mining,  although  there  are  some  existing  underground  mining 
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operations.  This  region  will  continue  to  experience  mining  exploration 
and  extraction,  and  oil  and  gas  development.  South  of  Axial  within  the 
Danforth  Hills  is  another  area  of  coal  development.  With  major  mining 
operations  comes  power  generation  plants.  Two  plants,  the  Craig  Power 
Plant,  and  Hayden  Power  Plant  with  their  maze  of  extending  transmission 
facilities  will  expand  in  the  future  to  meet  energy  demands  in  the  west. 
Oil  and  gas  developments  occur  throughout  the  unit,  although  visual  impacts 
are  smaller  in  scale  than  coal  mining  and  are  quite  limited  to  a  site  specific 
basis. 

The  major  water  features  include  the  Yampa  River  which  flows  north  from  Yampa 
to  Steamboat,  then  west  through  Hayden  and  Craig  and  eventually  beyond  the 
planning  unit  boundary.  The  Williams  Fork  River  south  of  the  Williams  Fork 
Mountains  likewise  flows  west  and  joins  the  Yampa  southwest  of  Craig.  The 
Little  Snake  River  located  along  the  Colorado/Wyoming  border  flows  west  from 
the  Mount  Zirkel  wilderness  area  within  the  Park  Range.  The  largest  water  body 
is  Steamboat  Lake  within  the  Steamboat  recreation  area.  South  of  Steamboat 
Lake  is  the  Elk  River.  Similar  to  the  Little  Snake,  the  Elk  River  begins  in 
the  Park  Range.  The  river  enters  the  planning  unit  at  Glen  Eden  and  flows  south, 
emptying  into  the  Yampa  River  west  of  Steamboat  Springs  and  south  of  Elk  Mountain 
(Sleeping  Giant). 

The  major  east-west  travel  route  consists  of  U.S.  40  which  crosses  the  Park 
Range  via  Rabbit  Ears  Pass  to  Steamboat  Springs.  Route  40  then  follows  the 
Yampa  River  valley  to  Hayden  and  Craig,  and  continuing  west  to  the  small 
communities  of  Lay  and  Maybell .  North-south  travel  routes  include  Route  13 
(789)  and  Route  131.  Route  131  enters  the  planning  unit  in  the  southeastern 
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corner.  This  travel  route  terminates  just  south  of  Steamboat  Springs  where 
it  joins  Route  40  in  the  Yampa  Valley.  Route  13(789)  enters  in  the  south- 
western corner  of  the  planning  unit  connecting  Meeker  and  Craig.  This  route 
continues  north  of  Craig  to  the  state  line.  A  number  of  well  traveled  county 
roads  exist  throughout  the  planning  unit.  The  more  traveled  routes  include 
the  Elk  River,  Hayden  Gulch,  and  Williams  Fork  River  Road  in  addition  to  County 
Road  27. 

Major  urban  centers  include  Yampa,  Phippsburg  and  Oak  Creek  situated  along 
Route  131.  Steamboat  Springs,  the  largest  community,  is  connected  to  Hayden 
and  Craig  via  U.S.  40. 
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TABLE   1 

SQRU  GENERAL  LANDSCAPE  TYPES  &  SUMMARY 
PLANNING  UNIT:       WILLIAMS  FORK 


GENERAL  TYPE  KEY 

Mountains 

Ridges  and  Narrow  Valleys 

Canyons 
Reservoirs 


MT 

R&NV 
C 

R 


Rolling  Hills 
Broad  Valleys 
River  Valleys 
Basin 
Badlands 


RH 
BV 
RV 

B 
BL 


w. 


SQRU 


GENERAL  TYPE 


NAME 


091 

Derby  Mesa 

002 

Rock  Creek 

003 

Egeria  Creek 

> 

004 

Lone  Spring  Butte 

005 

King  Creek 

006 

Egeria  Park 

007 

Hunt  Creek 

008 

Toponas  Rock 

009 

Yampa  River 

J 

010 

Morrison  Creek 

Oil 

Green  Ridge 

012 

Trout  Creek 

013 

Blacktail  Mountain 

014 

Steamboat  Springs 

015 

Yampa  Valley 

> 

016 

Northeast  Oak  Cree 

017 

Oak  Creek 

018 

Eckman  Park 

019 

Williams  Fork 

020 

Grassy  Creek 

m 

021 

Hayden 

022 

Deer  Mountain 

023 

Elk-Yampa  Rivers 

024 

Coal  View 

025 

Dry  Creek 

026 

Quaker  Mountain 

027 

Quarry  Mountain 

j 

028 

Cary  Gulch 

.029 

Wolf  Creek 

030 

Hooker  Mountain 

031 

Round  Mountain 

032 

Shield  Mountain 

9 

033 

Deep  Creek 

034 

Elk  Mountain 

035 

Moon  Hill 

Mountains 

Rolling  Hills 

Canyon 

Mountains 

Mountains 

Broad  Valley 

Rolling  Hills 

Rolling  Hills 

River  Valley 

River  Valley  -  Broad  Valley 

Mountains 

Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 

Mountains 

Mountains 

Broad  Valley 

Rolling  Hills 

Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 

Rolling  Hills 

Mountains/Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 

Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 

Rolling  Hills 

Rolling  Hills 

River  Valley 

Narrow  Valley/River  Valley 

Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 

Mountains 

Mountain 

Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 

Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 

Rolling  Hills 

Mountains 

Mountain 

Rolling  Hills 

Mountain 

Mountains 
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TABLE   1   (cont'd) 


SQRU  GENERAL  LANDSCAPE  TYPES  &  SUMMARY 
PLANNING  UNIT:       WILLIAMS  FORK 


GENERAL  TYPE  KEY 


Mountains 
Ridges  and 
Canyons 

Reservoirs 


Narrow  Valleys 


MT 

R&NV 
C 

R 


Rolling  Hills 
Broad  Valleys 
River-  Valleys 
Basin 
Badlands 


RK 
BV 

RV 

B 

BL 


SQRU 


GENERAL  TYPE 


N07 


NAME 


036 

037 

038 

038a 

039 

040 

041 

042 

043 

044 

045 

046 

047 

048 

049 

049a 

050 

051 

052 

053 

054 

055 

056 

057 

058 

059 

060 

061 

062 

063 

064 

065 


Elk  River 

Cottonwood  Gulch 

Steamboat  Lake 

Willow  Creek 

Yampa  River  -  Craig 

Breeze  Basin 

Deep  Rock  Gulch 

Williams  Fork  River 

Upper  Williams  Fork  River 

Horse  Mountain 

Hamilton 

Morapos  Creek 

Stinking  Springs 

Thornburgh  Mountain 

Milk  Creek 

Axial 

Yampa  -  Round  Bottom 

Lower  El  knead 

Columbus  Mountain 

Badland 

Serviceberry  Mountain 

North  Willow  Creek 

Little  Snake  River 

Little  Buck 

Big  Gulch 

Fortification  Creek 

Cedar  Mountain 

El  knead  Reservoir 

Sand  Spring 

Lay  Creek 

Sugarloaf  Peak 

Mud  Spring 


River  Valley 

Mountains 

Reservoir 

Rolling  Hills 

River  Valley 

Rolling  Hills 

Rolling  Hills 

River  Valley 

Mountainous/River  Valley 

Mountainous/Ridges  &  Narrow 

River  Valley 

Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 

Rolling  Hills/Basin 

Mountain 

Mountains 

Mountains 

River  Valley 

Mountains 

Mountains 

Badlands 

Rolling  Hills 

Broad  Valley 

River  Valley 

Rolling  Hills 

Rolling  Hills 

River  Valley 

Mountain 

Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys/Rese 

Basin 

Narrow  Valley 

Rolling  Hills 

Rolling  Hills 


Valve 


ryoir 
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TABLE  2 


DISTRICT: 


RESOURCE  AREA: 


PLANNING  UNIT: 


CRAIG 

LITTLE  SNAKE  RIVER 

WILLIAMS  FORK 


SQRU 

RATING 

CRITERIA 

r 

TOTAL 

NO, 

NAME 

LF 

V 

W 

C 

AS 

S 

CM 

NO, 

SQR 

001 

Derby  Mesa 

3 

4 

2 

3 

3 

2 

2 

19 

A 

002 

Rock  Creek 

2 

2 

2 

2 

3 

1 

2 

12 

B 

003 

Egeria  Creek 

4 

2 

3 

2 

0 

2 

1 

14 

B 

004 

Lone  Spring  Butte 

2 

3 

1 

3 

2 

1 

2 

15 

B 

005 

King  Creek 

3 

3 

1 

3 

3 

2 

2 

17 

B 

006 

Egeria  Bark 

2 

2 

1 

2 

3 

1 

2 

13 

B 

007 

Hunt  Creek 

2 

2 

1 

2 

3 

1 

1 

12 

B 

008 

Toponas  Rock 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

9 

C 

009 

Yampa  River 

1 

3 

4 

3 

3 

2 

0 

16 

B 

010 

Morrison  Creek 

2 

4 

3 

3 

3 

2 

2 

19 

A 

Oil 

Green  Ridge 

3 

3 

1 

3 

2 

1 

2 

15 

B 

012 

Trout  Creek 

3 

3 

2 

3 

1 

2 

.  2 

16 

B 

013 

Black  Tail  Mountain 

3 

4 

0 

3 

2 

1 

2 

15 

B 

014 

Steamboat  Springs 

4 

4 

2 

3 

3 

2 

1 

19 

A 

015 

Yampa  Valley 

1 

3 

4 

3 

4 

1 

0 

16 

B 

016 

N.E.  Oak  Creek 

2 

2 

1 

1 

3 

1 

2 

12 

B 

017 

Oak  Creek 

3 

2 

2 

2 

0 

1 

-1 

9 

C 

018 

Eckman  Park 

2 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

-3 

8 

C 

019 

Williams  Fork  Mtns. 

4 

1 

1 

3 

3 

3 

2 

17 

B 

020 

Grassy  Creek 

2 

2 

1 

3 

3 

2 

1 

12 

B 

021 

Hayden 

2 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

-3 

6 

C 

022 

Deer  Mountain 

2 

2 

1 

2 

3 

1 

1 

12 

B 

023 

Elk-Yampa  Rivers 

1 

4 

4 

3 

2 

3 

0 

17 

B 

024 

Coal  View 

3 

3 

5 

3 

0 

2 

-1 

15 

B 

025 

Dry  Creek 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

1 

-1 

10 

C 

026 

Quaker  Mountain 

3 

3 

1 

3 

3 

1 

2 

16 

B 

027 

Quarry  Mountain 

3 

3 

1 

3 

2 

1 

1 

14 

B 

028 

Cary  Gulch 

3 

2 

0 

2 

2 

2 

2 

13 

B 

029 

Wolf  Creek 

3 

2 

1 

3 

1 

1 

2 

13 

B 

030 

Hooker  Mountain 

2 

2 

1 

1 

3 

1 

2 

12 

B 

031 

Round  Mountain 

4 

4 

1 

3 

2 

2 

2 

18 

B 

032 

Shield  Mountain 

3 

3 

2 

3 

2 

1 

2 

16 

B 

033 

Deep  Creek 

2 

2 

1 

2 

3 

1 

2 

13 

B 

034 

Elk  Mountain 

4 

4 

0 

3 

2 

4 

2 

19 

A 

035 

Moon  Hill 

3 

3 

1 

3 

3 

1 

1 

17 

3 

036 

Elk  River 

1 

3 

4 

3 

3 

3 

2 

19 

A 

037 

Cottonwood  Gulch 

2 

3 

1 

■3 
O 

1 

1 

2 

13 

B 

038 

Steamboat  Lake 

1 

3 

5 

3 

4 

4 

2 

22 

A 

038a 

Willow  Creek 

2 

3 

3 

3 

4 

2 

1 

18 

B 

039 

Yampa  River,  Craig 

1 

4 

4 

3 

1 

3 

0 

16 

B 
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TABLE  2  -   (cont'd) 


DISTRICT:      CRAIG 

RESOURCE  AREA:   LITTLE  SNAKE 

RIVER 

PLANNING  UNIT:  WILLIAMS  FORK 

SQRU 

RATING 

CRITERIA 

/ 

TOTAL 

NO. 

NAME 

LF 

V 

W 

C 

AS 

S 

CM 

NO. 
9 

SQR 

040 

Breeze  Basin 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

C 

041 

Deep  Rock  Gulch 

3 

3 

1 

3 

1 

2 

1 

14 

B 

042 

Williams  Fork  River 

1 

4 

4 

4 

3 

3 

2 

21 

A 

043 

Upper  Williams  Fork  R. 

3 

3 

2 

3 

3 

1 

2 

17 

B 

044 

Horse  Mountain 

4 

3 

2 

3 

3 

1 

2 

18 

B 

045 

Hamilton 

3 

3 

4 

3 

0 

1 

-2 

12 

B 

046 

Morapos  Creek 

3 

2 

1 

3 

2 

2 

2 

15 

B 

047 

Stinking  Springs 

2 

1 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

10 

C 

048 

Thornburgh  Mountain 

4 

2 

1 

3 

2 

2 

2 

16 

B 

049 

Milk  Creek 

3 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

12 

B 

049a 

Axial 

3 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

-3 

7 

C 

050 

Yampa  Round  Bottom 

4 

1 

5 

3 

0 

4 

2 

19 

A 

051 

Lower  Elkhead 

3 

4 

2 

3 

2 

2 

2 

18 

B 

052 

Columbus  Mountain 

4 

3 

0 

3 

3 

3 

2 

18 

B 

053 

Radland 

3 

1 

0 

3 

1 

3 

2 

13 

B 

054 

Serviceberry  Mtn. 

2 

2 

1 

2 

3 

1 

2 

13 

B 

055 

North  Willow  Creek 

2 

1 

0 

1 

2 

1 

2 

9 

C 

056 

Little  Snake  River 

1 

4 

5 

3 

0 

4 

2 

19 

A 

057 

Little  Buck 

3 

1 

1 

1 

3 

1 

2 

12 

B 

058 

Big  Gulch 

2 

2 

0 

1 

0 

1 

2 

8 

C 

059 

Fortification  Creek 

1 

2 

3 

2 

2 

.  1 

2 

13 

B 

060 

Cedar  Mountain 

4 

2 

0 

2 

2 

3 

1 

15 

B 

061 

Elkhead  Reservoir 

2 

2 

4 

3 

1 

2 

2 

16 

B 

062 

Sand  Spring 

1  ■ 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1  - 

2 

6 

C 

063 

Lay  Creek 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

2 

9 

C 

064 

Sugarloaf  Peak 

3 

2 

0 

2 

1 

2 

2 

12 

B 

065 

Mud  SDrinq 

2 

1 

0 

1 

3 

1 

2 

10 

C 

066 

Godiva  Rim 

4 

2 

0 

4 

2 

3 

2 

17 

B 
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District 


Craig 


Williams  Fork 


Planning  Unit  _ 

Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit   001-Derby  Mesa_ 

Film:     Roll   I         unable  to  photograph 

Frame  #        _ 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/15/79 


Evaluator(s)_ 


MF 


Time  of  Dav         8:0.0  p.m. 
Weather      sunny 


Mountains 


rpnpral  Narrative-   This  unit  consists  of  the  southern  aspects  |o  ^na   Mountain 


rnnci.tmh  57  thp  southwestern  border  of  the  study  area,  the  area  has  a . 

diversity  of  plant  communities  ranging  from  spruce-fir  to  sagebrush  and 


Patches  of  aspen  are  found  on  the  more  m^ir  clones  while. 


DinVOn  pines.   raanw  ui        ^'  ^-  :  ""■■-  -■■ — —  -  -  - — — — — n , 

Dinvon  .lumper  dominates  the  more  xeric  slopes.  Sages  and  grasslands. 


predominate  on  valley  floors  and  lower  slopes.  Several  small  creeks 


gtfecl  Pie  area  and  support  cottonwoods  and  willows.  Outside  influences 
ot  Blue  Hill,  Black  Mountain,  and  bugarioat  Mountain  enhance  the  areas — 


visual  experiences  and  add  to  the  area1':  srem'r  nnalit.v. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


High 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Medium 


Low 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


0 


7  1  Cultural  Modification  j     2 


0 


0 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  J2-18 
Class  C       1  I  or  Less 


SQRU 

001 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


19 


A,   B,  or  t 


Final  Ratir 

A 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District        Cra19 
Planning  Unit 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit_™2^Jodi_Creek_ 


Film:     Roll   $      unable  to  photograph 

Frame  i 


Landscape  Character: 


Date         5/15/79 
Evaluator(s) ML 


Time  of  Day_ 

Weather         sunny 


8:15  a.m. 


Rolling   Hills 


General  Narrative: 


This   rolling  creek  valley  is  deeply  incised  hv  drainages 

and  contains~a~number  of   lowT~roTT~ing  hillsides  and  a  long,   low  flat 

bench  along  Rock  Creek.     Sages  and  grasses  dominate  the  lower  slopes,— 
while  pmvon  .juniper  communities  are  prevalent  at  the  higher  elevations*. 

At  the  upper  end  ot   Red  Dirt  Creek,   aspens  and  mixed  conifers  are_ 

dominant.     Pasture  I  and  is  present  along  the  benched  area  paralleling 

"Rock  Creek.     Vistas  of  Rel_ajidJMifiJtouiit,fl i n  str£ng±h£i3-thp  visnal 

Rnnt.fi  131  bisects  the  unmravprsinc 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


High  i  Medium 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Low 


0 


.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Cultural  Modification 
Subtotal 


0 


0 


-A 


Class  A 

Class  B 
Class  C 
SQBU 

002 


19-33 
12-16      v 
j  1  or  Less 
Final  Ratir 

*& 

B 


=  Total 12_ 


TTB,  or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District  

Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit   003  -  Egeria  Creek 
Film:  Roll  §  unable  to  photograph ___ 


Frame  § 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/15/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


Time  of  Day         Q:3.°  a-m- 

Wither  sunn^ 

Canyon 


General   Narrative:       This  unit  is  characterized  bv  a  narrow  sfppp  wallpd  vallpy 


The  sideslopes  are  deeply  inrised  hv  rirainanps. 

in  the  area  is  sparse  composed  primarily  of  scattered  Dinvop 

lumper  associations,  sage  brush,  and  mixed  herbaceous  species.  Large 


bisected  by  Egeria  Creek. 
Ground  cover 


portions  or  tne  unit  are  barren.  The  Denver 


Rio  Grande  Railroad, 

hilt,    are    nnt    Hnminant 


■leep 


trails,  and  other  roads  are  situated  within  the  area. 

nor  have  great  impacts  on  the  scenic  quality.  With  little  outside 

influences,  the  rating  units  visual  interest  stems  primarily  from  the 


steepness  of  valley  walls  and  the  presence  of  Egeria  Creek. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landforrn 


Vegetation 


High 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 


0 


0 


-n 


Subtotal 


_  =  Total 


14 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  1 1  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rating 

003  B 


/N 


A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Craig 


Date 


5/15/79 


Planning   Unit 


Williams   Fork 


Scenic  "Quality  Rating  Unit    004-Lone  Springs  Butte 

Film:     Roll   #  1 

Frame  #    23,24,34 
Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)    MF 


Time  of  Day 

8:45 

a 

.m. 

Weather 

sunny 

Mountains 

t 

General  Narrative:    This  uniformly  sloping  mountainside  flows  up  out  of  the 
Yampa  River  to  the  east.  The  top  of  the  slope  is  terminated  into  an  abrupt 
ridge,  the  Green  Kidge.  This  slope  is  vegetated  on  the  higher  slopes  with 
extensive  pine  ana  aspen  groves,  typical  of  higher  mountainous  areas.  The 


lower  slopes  are  primarily  grasslands  which  contrast  to  theliigher  well 
vegetated  slopes.  The  lower  slopes  are  barren  and  contrast  to  the  higher 
s  iopesT  TisuaTTy  the  two  vegetative  associations  are  one,  and  is  hard  to 


distinguish  separate  areas.  Water  has  cut  through  this  area  but  is  not  a 
dominant  feature  on  a  regionwide  basis.  ""Rather  the  creeks  are  dominant  .on_a_ 


. 


site  specific  basis.  Modi ti cat ions  are  limited,  and  in  combination  with 


adjacent  views  increase  tne  scenic  quality  somewhat,  but  the  area  is  interesting 
in  itself,  and  competes  with  outside  influences. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

I 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

2 

2 

Vegetal  ion 

5 

3 

1 

3 

3 

'Water 

5 

3 

0 

1 

k 

Color                                     !     5 

3 

1 

3 

5 

influence                             j     5 

3 

0 

2- 

6 

Scarcity                  ■                    & 

2 

1 

1 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2     j        0 

-4 

2 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


14 


Class  A 

19-33 

<. 

Class  B 

12-18 

Class  C 

1 1  or  Less 

SQRU 

.  Final  Rasing 

004 

R 

f> 

A,   B, 

or  C 

SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit   005  -  King  Creek 


Film:  Roll  # 


1 


Frame  #   30,  35 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/15/79 


Evaluator(s)   MF 


Time  of  Day 
Weather 


9:00  a.m. 


Mountains 


sunny 


General  Narrative:   This  area  lies  south  of  Faeria  Park  and  hemmes  a  distinct 

visual  boundary  to  the  valley  floor  to  the  north,  Contrasting  tn  the  Fneria 


Park  in  vegetation  and  landform,  this  mountainside  slnpp  is  accentuated 
through  these  contrasting  elements.-  These  rounded  mountainous  slopes  have 


a  continuous  vegetative  cover  ranging  from  evergreen associations  at  higher 
elevations  intermixed  by  groves  of  aspen.  Sage  and  grassland  communities. 


stretch  out  ot  Lgeria  Park  up  the  side  slope  and  then  are  dominated  by  the 


evergreen  and  aspen  associations. 


Panoramic  views  of  the  flat  tops  enhance  the  sr.pnir  quality  nf  the  area — 
and  visual  experiences  of  the  landscape.  With  no  modifications,  the  area 
appears  natural  and  visually  interesting,  but  not  outstanding. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate. Level) 


Landform 


High 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Medium 


Low 


Cultural  Modification  )  2 


.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 


0 


0 


0 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


17 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


9-33 


B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit      006  ~  E9eria  ParA 
Film:     Roll   #         1 


Frame  #        25,  26,  30,  31,  32 
Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/15/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


Time  of  Day 

Weather  sunn^ 

Broad  Valley 


9:00  a.m. 


General  Narrative:  This  unit  slopes  gently  to  the  east-from  the  Flat  Tops  nore, 

rugged  side  slopes.  This  park  area  lies  to  the  north  of  King  Mountain 

and  is  norsehoed  in  shape.  There  are  a  series  of  parallel  ridges  which 

in  f.hp  northern 


are  the  sidewalls  to  the  gentle  slopes.  These  walls 

area  are  more  noticeable  due  to  the  extensive  evergreen  cnypr  nn  northern 

aspects.  The  gentle  slopes  are  grazing  lands  with  intermixed  srrnh  nak 


a  dense  curvilinear  band  of  cottonwoods  alnng  the  stream  cours 
The  area  has  not  been  disturbed  or  modified  and  appears  natural  with 


and 


excellent  views  of  the  nearby  b  I  aTTopstothe  west  which  add  to  this 
relatively  uninteresting  landscape. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

! 

Landform 

5 

1 

2 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

I 

2 

3 

Water 

5 

3 

0 

1 

4 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

2 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

3 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

! 

] 

1 

Cultural  Modification 

2     |        0 

-4 

2 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 

19-33 

Class  B 

J2-18 

Class  C 

1 1  or  Less 

SQRU 

Final  Ratin 

4- 

006 

B 

Subtotal 


=  Total 


J_3_ 


A\ 


A,  B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FO 


District  

Planning  Unit 


Craig 
Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating'  Unit   007  -  Hunt  Creek 
Film:  Roll  #  _* 


Frame  #   18-22 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/15/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


Time  of  Day 


9:30  a.m. 


Weather   sunny 
Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:   Situated  southwest  of  Phippsburg.  this  area  is  a  gently. 


I  Hdnaunc.    ~" >•■ —  - — -: . -r.r- a  i — — — -~ 

rol 1 i ng  landscape  made  up  of  a  series  of  lesser  ridges  all  extending 
out  ot  the  higher  mountains  to  the  west.  Between  these  ridges  are 
Uniform  gentle  slopes,  primarily  covered  with  grasses  and  sages. 


Ridge 


Side  Slopes  and  dramaqeways  are  predominantly  evergreen/aspen  and 
couonwuod  associations  respectively.  Ihese  forested  areas  contrast 


qreatlv  to  the  grazing  lands  and  create  a  diversity  within  the  area. 
Several  r-reeks  drain  the  area  and  are  visually  dominant_on  a  site 


specific  basis,  and  are  not  dominant  on  a  regional  basis. Views  of  the 


surrounding  Flat  tops  and  Lone  Spring  Butte  offer  a  variety  of  visual 
experiences  which  ennance  scenic  quaTjty_^  One  wooden  transmission 


\-/\  [J  v-  i      iv.nvw>4       »»iitwii       «..,,_».,  w  —       -"^ ■■  —       n ■     '    -./  ~     •  —  

'line  bisects  the  unit  running  north  and  south,  and  affects  scenic 
quality  somewhat  but  not  greatly. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


High 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


_3_ 
3 


Low 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


2. 

2 


0 


0 


0 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  I  !  or  Less 
SQRU 

007 


Final  f 


Ratin< 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


12 


A,   B,  or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit    008-Toponas  Rock 
Film:     Roll   i  1 


Frame  #        27-29,  33 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/15/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


Time  of  Day_ 
Weather  sunny 


9:00  a.m. 


Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:  This  area  consists  of  gently  rolling  hills,  small  flat  inter- 
mediate valleys,  and  two  rock  outcrops  which  are  isolated  and  independent 

from  one  another.  Consisting  of  the  lower  slopes  to  Unit. 004.  this 

flat  and  smooth. 


landscape  is  somewhat  diverse  in  that  it  contains: 


Vegetation  is  less 


rounded  and  smooth,  and  rough  rocky  landforms. 

diverse  than  landform,  and  is  dominated  by  grasslands,  typical  of  the 

Yampa  Valley,  Eagle  and  Toponas  rocks  are  dominant  visual  elements  which 
contrast  to  other  less  dominant  forms.  One  transmission  Tine  runs  north- — 


south  through  the  unit  but  doei  not  greatly  diminish  the  sr.enic  quality 
ot  this  relatively  umnteresITng  landscape.  Views  are  panoramic  and 


enhance  scenic  quality  of  the  area,  but  is  not  a  great  factor  due  to 
distance  and  some  confined  views.  . 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


High 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


0 


0 


0 


-4 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Subtotal 


Total 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 

19-33 

12-18 

1  1  or  Less 

SQRU 

008 

Final  Ratin< 

c 

/j\ 

A,   B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FO 


' 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit     009  -  Yampa  River 
Film:     Roll  i  1 


Frame  # 


Landscape  Character: 


14-18,  27 


Date   5/15/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


Time  of  Day 

Weather  sunny 


9:15  a.m. 


River  Valley 


General  Narrative: 


The  upper  reaches  of  the  Yampa  River  are  bordered  by  mountains 

defined  valley  djjjg  to  the — 


and  series  of  ridges  and  valleys.  It  is  a  well 

surrounding  contrasting  landforms,  which  influence  the  unit  moderately. 

The  Yampa  River  flows  from  the  base  of  the_Flat^_top_s  to  0ak_Creek. From 


here  it  flows  west  through  a  mountainous  area  and  to  Steamboat  Springs, 


vegetation  is  varied  throughout,  but  typically  contains  willows,  cotton- — 
woods  and  other  aquatic  species.  Grasslands  for  grazing  occupy  the  higher 

Intrusions 


elevations  of  the  floor. 


do  exist  in  the  form  of  snail 


communities,  Phippsburg, 


Yampa,  and  Oak  Creek,  all  of  whi^h  utilize  the 
The  railroad  and  extra  lines  do 


valley  floor  in  some  intrusive  way 

diminish  the  scenic  quality.  Though  it  has  these  intrusions,  it  is 

in 


still   visually  interesting     in  its  own  way. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


u_ 


Low 


0 


0 


4 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


1 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 
SQRU 

009 


19-33 


Final  Rating 

B 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


16 


/N 


A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  __  -  Morrison  Creek 
Film:     Roll  §  12      


Frame  #  18 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/15/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


Time  of  Day    10-00  a.m. 
Wpather-___ny 

River  Valley/Broad  Valley 


General  Narrative:  The  Morrison  Creek  Drainage  is  situated  below  Green  Ridge 
to  the  west,  and  is  bordered  by  steep  mountain  slopes  to  the  east. 


the  terrain  in  this  area  is  gently  rolling,  as  it  makes  up  the  lower 


slopes  to  Green  Ridge.  These  slopes  have  been  disected  bv  many  creeks 
that  drain  to  Morrison  Creek  which  flows  to  the  north.  Vegetation  is 


diverse  and  a  dominant  visual  element.  Dense  evergreen  stands  are 
broken  by  aspen  groves  in  random  order.  It  is  a  beautiful  area,  and 


is 


accentuated  by  steep  slopes  to  the  east  and  west,  defining  the  valleys 


gently  roTTing  landscape.     Views  are  enclosed  and  panoramic,   resultin 


in  a  variety  of  spatial   experiences.     With  noTntrusions,  the  area  is 


highly  scenic  and  very  natural. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

2 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

4 

3 

Water 

5 

3 

0 

3 

A 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

3 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

3 

6 

Scarcity                             i     6 

2 

1 

2 

1 

Cultural  Modification  )     2 

0 

-4 

2 

Subtotal 


=  Total 


19 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


9-33 


A,   B,  or  t 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR! 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  OH  -  Green  Ridge 
Film:  Roll  #   1        Frame  #  15,  16 


F:rsm©c#   12 


18 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/15/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


Time  of  Day_ 
Weather 

Ridge 


10:00  a.m. 


sunny 


General  Narrative: 


Green  Ridge  is  a  fairly  steep,  dramatic  side  slope  broken 


by  many  streams  or  creeks.  Sloping  to  the  noH-hpast.  it  sanies   as  a 
spatial  definition  and  boundary  to  the  Morrison  Qppk  valley. — Tt  is 


dominantly  covered  with  pines  and  a  few  aspens.  This  is  thp  dominant 
element,  which  makes  for  a  characteristic  view  within  the  region. — Li_ 
has  not  been  modified  and  appears  natural  and  undisturbed.  Color  is 


seasonal  and  would  result  in  contrasting  aspen  gold  and  pine  greens, 
which  would  accentuate  the  scenic  quality. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


High 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


2 


Medium 


0 


Low 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


0 


0 


-4 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C      1 1  or  Less 


SQRU 

_JUL_ 


Final! 


Rating 

B 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


15 


/N 


A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


Craig 


Williams  Fork 


District  

Planning  Unit 

Scenic  "Quality  Rating  Unit    °12  -  Trout  Creek 

Film:     Roll   #         3 Frame  f     32,33,34 


Frame  I       I2 


Landscape  Character: 


19 


Date 


5/15/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


Time  of  Day   10=30  a.m. 
Weather   surW 


Ridges  and  Narrow  Valleys 


General  Narrative:   Similar  to  Unit  007,  these  hills  with  deeply  incised  canyons 
or  drainages  are  a  transitional  element  between  the  Flat  tops  and  the 
broad  lesser  hills  to. the  north.  This  area  has  hppn  rut  hv -many-  strppins — 
from  the  higher  mountains „  These  drainages  have  sf.ppn  sirfpslnpes  axusrad. 


with  dense  stands  of  pines  and  aspens,  while  few  cof.t.nnwnnds  and  willows 
follow  the  stream  banks  in  the  narrow  valley  bottomsT  The  tops  of  t.hps£_ 


hills  are  generally  evenly  sloping^  but  fall  dramatically  tQ-Jthp— ttallej 
floor.  The  area  appears"  natural .  Views  withTn  the  narrow  valleys  are 
confined;  but  on  top  panoramic.  Several  "creeks  drain  the  area  and  would 
be  dominant  on  a  site  specific  and  seasonal  basis. 


Score  (Circli 

2  Appropriate  Level) 

High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

i 

Londform 

5 
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3 

2 

Vegetation 
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1 

3 

3 

Water 
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.  3 

0 
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k 

Color 

5 
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1 

3 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 
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6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

L 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

2 

Subtotal 


=  Total 


16 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


39-33 
12-18 
1  !  or  Less 


SQRU 

__Q12_ 


Final  Rating 


si" 


_B~ 


/N 


A,   B,  or  € 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  013  -  Blacktail   Mtn_. 
Film:     Roll  I  1 


Frame  # 


1,2,8,12,13 


Landscape  Character: 


Date        5/15/79 


Evaluator(s) ML 


Time  of  Day 

Weather   sunny 


10:45  a. 


Mountains 


General  Narrative:    Tnis  un1t  consists  of  Thorpe  and  Blacktail  Mountains, 


These  landforms  are  extensions  of  the  upper  mountains  tn  tbfi  past  and. 
south,  both  located  south  of  the  Steamboat  vallpv  arpa. — Flensply 


covered  with  interspersed  aspen  and  pines,  the  hillsiHp<;  arp  a 


dramatic  change  to  relatively  bare  slopes  and  lesspr  hills  to  the 
Color  would  be  seasonal  due  to  the  aspens,  and  would  be — 


north. 
beautnu  I. 


No  water  or  cultural  intrusions  exist  in  the  unit. 


appearance  is  natural,  uverall  the  mountains  are  common  but  provide 


a  good  backdrop  to  the  Stpamhnaf.  area. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 
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Landforrn 
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3 
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3 
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Vegetation 

5 
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1 

4 

3 
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3 
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Color 
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5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

2 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

1 

7 

Cultural  Modification  j     2 

0 

-4 

2 

Subtotal 


Total 


15 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


1  or  Less 


SQRU 

0L3_ 


Final  Rating 


A,    B,    or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  014  -  Steamboat  Springs 
Film:  Roll  #  l     


Frame  #   3,7,9,10,11 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/15/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


Time  of  Day       11:0-0  a. 
Weather       sunny 


Mountains 


General  Narrative:   This  unit  is  an  extensive  landscape  which  makes  up  the 
steep  mountain  slopes  of  the  Park  Range.  Falling  an  average  of  2500' 


these  slopes  are  dramatic  with  manv  rnr.k  nutcropp_inns  in  the  upper - 
canyons  which  being  deeply  incised  create  a  very  riivprsp  landsrapp.. 
This  series  of  slopes  are  oriented  to  the  west  with  many  intprpstinn 


ridges  which  break  the  continuity  of  the  slope. 


South  and  north  aspects  totally  contrast  in  vegetative  covex^— AsgfiJL 
in  dense  groves  are  located  in  the  dryer  aspects__wh.il p.  evemr.ppns  . — 
dominate  northern  aspects.  Intrusions  consist  of  the  s_d  *rp*   and — 


HpvpI  nnmpnt.    hut. 

pomnared  to  th 

a    total    unit    thp    rpqiiltinn    tntriKi nns 

are  of   little  impact. 

The  area  appears  natural    and  ruqapdr   creatine] 

a  visually  interesting 

landscape.  . 

. 

„,., ..  .. 

.    _  — 

,.,  ..   ,_.:- 

Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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A,   B,  or  C 

* 

.D  INVENTORY  FORM 

District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    015-Yampa  Valley 
Film:     Roll   #  1 


Frame  # 


5,6,8,11 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/15/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


Time  of  Day   11:05  a. 
Weather    SU|W 


River  Valley/Broad  Valley 


General  Narrative:    This  is  a  flat  valley  floor  containing  the  Yampa  River. 
It  is  bordered  by  gently  rolling  hills  that  serve  as  transitional  landforms 
before  the  upper  mountains.  It  is  primarily  grazing  land.  A  few  ranches — 
dot  the  landscape.  Cottonwoods  follow  the  curvilinear,  partially  dominant 

Yampa  River.   Willows  and  other  small  shrubs  are  also  along  stream  banks. 


Views  are  panoramic  to  the  mountains  which  enclose  the  valley  in  all  directions. 

it  contrasts  to  adjacent  landforms  and  results  in  an  interesting  setting. 

Intrusions  are  the  main  roads,  these  do  not  affect  scenic  qualify  nrpflf.lv. 


It  is  semi-developed  because  it  serves  as  an  extension  for  Steamboat  Springs, 
development.  . 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


High 


Medium 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Low 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


0 


0 


21 


0 


-4 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Subtotal 


Total 


16 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 

19-33 
12-18 
1 1  or  Less 

SQRU 

015 

Final  Rating 

B 

t> 

A8   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit         Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit     016-N.E.  Oak  Creek 
Film:     Roll  I         l 

Frame  i       2,5,12      . 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


.5/15/79 


Evaluator(s)    MF 


Time  of  Day 

Weather     sunny 


11:00  a.m. 


Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:   This  area  is  a  transitional  landform  between  the  flat  Yampa 
"  Valley  and  the  vegetated  steeper  slopes  of  lesser  mountains.  It  is  gently 

rolling,  but  is  distinct  in  contrast.  Like  the  valley,  it  is  vegetated  by 

grasses,  shrubs,  and  scrub  oaks  in  the  upper  reaches  of  the  unit. — Land  use 


is  primarily  grazing  which  does  not  affect  scenic  quality  sinnifiranfl v. 

Color  and  water  are  not  dominant  elements,  but  could  be  in  the  tsU    and 

spring.  Panoramic  views  compete  with  inside  visual  influences,  with  views- — 
ot  the  Hark  Range  to  the  east.  It  is  fairly  natural  .but  lacks  great_sgejiic_ 
quality. "Outside  influences  attect  the  unit  visually  and  add  to  the  scenic 
quality. 


Score  (Circl< 

2  Appropriate  Level) 

High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

L   3 

1 

2 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

2 

3 

Water 

5 

3 

0 

i 

1 

k 

Color                                  S     5 

3 

! 

1     ■ 

5 

influence 

5 

3 

0 

3 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

i 

1 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

2 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


19-33 


12-18 


Class  A 

Class  B 

Class  C   1  I  or  Less 

SQRU 

01fi_ 


Final  Rofinc 


Subtotal 


Total 


12 


/N 


A,  B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Date 


5/15/79 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    017-Oak  Creek 
Film:     Roll   #  3 


Frame  # 


35,36 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


Time  of  Day 

Weather            sunn^ 
Canyon  


11:30  a.m. 


General  Narrative:   This  is- a  very  narrow  v-shaped  valley  running  north-south. 
"  The  side  slopes  make  tor  total  viewing  containment.  The  slopes  are  uniform 
on  tne  west.  Un  the  east  tne  once  uniform  slope  has  been  cut  by  streams 


from  Thorpe  Mountain  just  to  the  east  and  have  created  fflanv  minor  hills  all 
the  same  height. 


Vegetation  is  sparse  and  consists  of  sr.rnh  nak  and  sanes. — Vegetation  is  nut 

a  dominant  element.  The  scenic  quality  is  negativplv  affprteri  dup  tn  the 

railroad,  coal  operations  and  a  power  substation.  All  q£  thp<;p  xrp   amplifipd 


in  their  impact  due  to  the  narrowness  of  the  valley  flnnr,  and  the  main 
traveled  route  which  parallels  the  railroad. 


Score  (Circli 

_•  Appropriate  L 

evel) 

High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

3 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

2 

3 

Water 

5 

3 

0 

2 

A 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

2 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

0 

6 

Scarcity 

_ 

2 

I 

1 

_ 

Cultural  Modification  j     2 

0 

-h 

-1 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 


SQRU 

__D1^_ 


Final  Rating 


Subtotal 


=  Total. 


A,   63   or  C 


_?> 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  "Quality  Rating  Unit  018-Eckman  Park 
Film:  Roll  #    3     Frame  #  26-31 


Jjpameotf  12 


Landscape  Character: 


13 


Date 


5/15/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


Time  of  Day_ 
Weather     sunny 


12:00  noon 


Rolling  Hills 


This  unit  is  a  series  of  uniform  slopes  disected  by 


General  Narrative:_ 

numerous  creeks. The  slopes  are  very  even  in  appearance  with  nn  outstanding 


reatures.  Where  streams  have  cut  through  the  landscape  perpendicular  to  the 

Slope,  the  landtorm  is  steeply  sloping  and  contains  rock  outcrop  formations 


of  various  colors.  Vegetation  is  sompwhat.  sparse  and  consists  nf  asppn 

grnvpsj  and  PYt.pnsivp  sr.mh  naks.  Otherwise  there  are  few  rintninflnf  sperips. 


The  dominant  feature  in  this  JandscapjTjire  the  coal  mines  which  have 
"drastically  altered  the  landscape.  Buildings,  equipment  and  roads,  and 


tailings  are  all  intrusions  which  cannot"  be  overlooked-  Ovprall,  the  landscape 
is  not  outstanding  and  with  the  modifications  is  even~1ess  spectacular. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

j 

Londform 

5 

3 

1 

2 



2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

2 

3 

Water 

5 

3 

0 

1 

k 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

2 

5 

influence 

5 

3 

0 

2 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

1 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

-3 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 
12-18 
I  I  or  Less 


SQRU   Final  Rating 

018      C 


Subtotal 


Total 


/N 


A,  B,  or  t 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit         Williams  Form 


Scenic 'Quality  Rating  Unit      019-Williams  Fork  Mtns. 
Film:     Roll   I        3  Frame  #       9,24 


¥vm*%  12 


8,10,14,23 
5,6,14,15 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/15  &  16/79 


Evaluator(s) Mf_ 


Time  of  Day   12:30  p.m. 
Weather   sunny 


Mountains/Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 


General  Narrative:  This  unit  consists  of  the  southern  aspects  of  the  Williams 
Fork  mountains  south  of  Hayden.  These  slopes  are  dramatic  due  to  the  hroken. 
— steep,  angular  fashion  in  which  these  mountains  fall  to  Willow  Creek. Rock — 


formations  are  distinctive  and  add  to  the  diversity  and  color  of  this  area. 


Vegetation  is  ^ery    limited  to  sages  and  shrubs  primarily  due  to  the  ruaoedness 
and  steepness  of  the  area.  These  slopes  rnntrRsf  sharply  fn  tho  moro  uniform 

slopes  to  the  south  and  Williams  Park. Fpw  modifications  exist  leaving  the 

unit  natural  and  visually  interesting.  Though  not  a  "one  of  a  kind",  .landfnrm  , 


element,  these  slopes  are  distinctive  due  to  their  extent  and  diversity 
within  the  region. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landforrn 


Vegetation 


High 


Medium 


Water 


Color 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Low 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


0       3 


1     1  3 

5JT 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 
12-18 


or  Less 


SQRU 

019 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


XL 


Final  Rating 

3 


A,   B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District    Craig 

Planning  Unit     Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  020  -  Grassy  Creek 
Film:  Roll  #   _J 


Frame  i        21>22 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/15/79 


Evaluator(s) 

MF 

Time  of  Day 

1:00  p.m. 
my 

- 

Weather        sur 

Ridges/Narrow 

Valleys 

General  Narrative:  Tnis  unit  consists  of  uniform  slopes  oriented  to  the  west 
just  east  of  HaycTen.  Streams  have  cut  through  this  uniform  slopp  *nrl  has — 
created  small  independent  mesas.  Though  not  mesas  as  such  thev  appear 

separate  ana  distinct,  tins  primarily  due  to  the  rock  outcrops  in  a  banded 


order  on  the  southern  edge  of  each  small  mesa  wherp  j_i_E  __  rut  fhrnnnh . 

the  landscape.  Vegetation  consists  primarily  of  scrub  oak  and  small  shrubs 

that  are  at  times  solid  and  dense  to  patchy  and  scattered  arrangements.  ia____ 


a nd  intrusions  are  limited  th ro^jqJ]^uJ1^e_undi_^U__^ 

character  of  the  area.  A  strip  mine  is  located  within  the  unit,  but  does 

affect  scenic  quality  greatly.  Overall'the  unit  is  not  dramatic  or.hig___ 
scen.ic.  The  rock  outcrops  add  diversity  to  this  generally  homonp^e""^  land- 


scape. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


High 


5 


Medium 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Low 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


0 


h  |i 


Subtotal 


+ 


Total 12. 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-88 
Class  C       S  1  or  Less 


SQRU 

Q2D__ 


Final  Rating 

B 


/X 


A,   B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  021-Hayden 


Film:  Roll  # 3 

'    5" 

>&ixaraax#      4 


Frame  #  15-20,  23,24,25 
M 


28 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/15/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


Time  of  Day  1:30  p^m. 


Weather  sunny 


Rolling  Hills 


This  unit  is  gently  sloping  to  the  northeast  and  to  Havden. 
It  is  drained  by  many  small  streams,-  none  of  which  is  a  dominant  element. 


General  Narrative: 


Through  waters  role  in  creating  this  landscape-  it  has  resulted  in  a  rolling 
landscape  with  views  that  are  confined  while  panoramic.  Tt  is  a  fairly 


extensive  landscape  situated  between  hills  to  the  east,  south  and  west. 

Vegetation  is  sparse,  consisting  of  grasslands,  saaes  and  other  small  shrnhs. 
appearing  bare.  Hayden  power  plant  and  extending  transmission  lines  dominate 


the  view  at  the  northern  border  of  the  unit.  They  diminish  the  scenic  Quality 
of  this  relatively  uninteresting  landscape  due  to  the  extent  of  facilities. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


High 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C       I  I  or  Less 


5QRU 

02  L_ 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


Final  Rating 


/x 


A,   B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 

Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit     022-Deer  Mountain 
Film:     Roll  #  3 


Frame  # 


Landscape  Character: 


Date            5/15/79 

v 

Evaluator(s)           MF 

Timp  of  Dav          2:00  p.m. 

^ 

Weather      sunny                 _    ..._ 

Rolling  Hills 

General  Narrative:    The  Deer  Mountain  area  lies  primarily  to  f.hp  sout.hwpst  of 
Quarry  Mountain,  with  Deer  Mountain -itself  dirpct.ly  north  across  the   Yampa 


River  from  Quarry  Mountain.  The  unit  is  moderately  sloping  and  contains. 
tew  rock  outcrops.  Slopes  are  rounded  and  appear  smooth.  Vpgptation  is 
somewhat  diverse,  containing  aspens,  scrub  oaks  and  small  scrubs. These 


„wi.i-..i.w  w    —i  .  _  .  —  —  j     ——■■■'— _    ~~J 3 ™* '  '    " 

types  are  dominated  by  grasslands,  the  major  vegetative  type.  Aspens  and 


scrub  oaks  appear  in  isolated,  random  patterns  and  would  add  greatly  to  the 
color  of  the  unit  during  the  fall  and  sph'p,H. — — — 


A  few  creeks  drain  within  the  area,  and  similar  tn  most,  small  wafpr  rnursps 
within  the  region,  would  be  dominant  during  heavy  runoff  periods  on  a  sit.p 
specific  basis. 


Intrusions  are  limited  and  consist  of  the  Havdpn  to  An It  Transmission  Line 

as  well  as  a  small  residential  development  bplow  Dppr  Mountain  rallpri 

Steamboat  II.  These  affect  scenic  Quality  somewhat,  but  overall  havp  a 


minor  impact. 


The  area  ,is  common  within  the  region  and  is  not,  outstanding  in  srpnic  nualitv. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


High 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


2-rolling 


1-little 


0 


0 


-4 


2 -muted,   seasonal 


•^-distant,  vipws 


1-rnmmon 


1-residential   develop. _22 


Subtotal 


Total 12. 


Class  A 

19-33 
12-16 

Class  B 

Class  C 

1 1  or  Less 

SQRU 

Final  Rating 

4< 

022 

B 

.  ^ 

~A,   B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit       023-Elk/Yampa  Rivers 


Film:     Roll  # 


Frame  #     2,3,5,6,7,9 


hwasmxi.      12 


17 


Landscape  Character: 


Date  5/15/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


Time  of  Day 


Weather        sunny 


River  Valley 


,2:30  p.m. 


General  Narrative:    Tnis  unit  is  the  valley  bottom  of  the  Yampa  River  as  it 


flows  west  out  of  Steamboat  Springs.-  It  is  a  fairly  widp  valley  floor  with — 
moderate  side  walls.  Vegetation  is  varied  with  dense  cottonwoods  and  willows 


which  To  I  low  the  curvilinear  river.  This  floor  contrasts  to  the  barren  slopes 
immediately  south  ot  the  valley  forming  a  partially  distinct  boundary  to  the 


valley. 


Views  are  panoramic  within  the  unit  and  hplp  aivp  sralp  fn  thp  vrIIpv  flnnr 

The  Elk  River  flows  into  the  Yampa  in  the  west  and  adds  tn  thp  srpnir 

quality  through  increasing  the  diversity  to  this  landscape. The  Two.  Rivers 


are  dominant  elements  in  this  area  and  add  greatly  to  this  region. — A  few 

BITveTopmental   extensions  of  Steamboat  area   are. situated   in  the  eastern  .segment, 
of  the  planning  unit  and  diminish  scenic  quality  somewhat. ^__ 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Londform 

5 

3 

1 

1 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

4 

3 

Water 

5 

3 

0 

4 

k 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

3 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

2 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

3 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4    jo 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  I  I  or  Less 
SQRU 

023 


Final  Rating 


Subtotal 


-  Total 


A,   B,   or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Date 


5/15/79 


Planning  Unit 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit     024-Coal  View 
Film:     Roll  # 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


3 

Frame  i 

10-14 

5 

1,2 

Time  of  Day  3:00  p.m.. 
Weather   cloudy 


Canyon/River  Valley 


General  Narrative:  The  Yampa  River  has  cut  through  a  series  of  ridges  and  lesser 

mountains  creating  a  small  enclosed  canyon.  Northern  exposures  are  steep  with 

pines  and  aspens  as  the  dominant  vegetation.  These  slopes  are  uniform  in 

steepness  with  few  rock  outcrops.  -  


Southern  exposures  have  less  vegetative  cover,  but  exhibit  large  exposed  bands 
of  rock  outcrops.  These  slopes  contrast  sharply  to  the  valley  floor  which  is 
flat  and  somewhat  narrow.  Cottonwoods  follow  the  visually  dominant  Yampa  River. 


TTTew  ranches  situated  in  the  yaHey  use  fne"  remaining  land  Tor  grazing.  Route  40 
"ang-the  Denver  RTo  Grande  Railroad  traverse  througn  tne  valley  floor,  out  do  not 


diminish  the  visually  interesting  and  fairly  natural  landscape.  The  major 
intrusions  within  the  unit  consist  of  small  coal  operations  which  do  diminish 
the  scenic  quality  due  to  the  structures,  equipment  and  road  cuts  that  have 
yet  to  be  reclaimed. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


! 

High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

~\\ 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

3 

2 

Vegetal  ion 

5 

3 

1 

3 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

5 

A 

Color 

5 

3 

I 

3 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

0 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

2 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-A 

-1 

Subtotal 


Total 


15 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C   I  !  or  Less 


^ 


SQRU         Final  Rating 

024 B__ , 


A,  B,  or  t 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District        Craig 


Date        5/16/79 


Planning   Unit       umi-i^   Fnrk 


Landscape  Character: 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  025-Dry  Creek 
Film:     Roll   #        3  Frame  #     20 


28 


5,6,7,31-34,37 


Evaluator(s)  MF.   I  AB 


Time  of  Day 


Weather    Sunny 


Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 


General   Narrative:  This  arpa  consists  of  fchfi  mnrp  qpntip  nnrthpr"  asppr-ts  nf  iha 


Williams  Fnrk  Mountains  south  nf  Havdpn,  whirh  pyt.pnd  tn  fhp  west,  smith 

of  Craig.  The  landscape  is  broken  and  diseeted  bv  many  small  strpams.  all  of 
which  flow  north  to  the-Yampa  River.  These  upland  slopes  are  vegetated  with 


a  few  evergreens  on  the  northern  exposures,  but  are  less  dominant  than  aspens, 
oaks,  and  other  small  shrubs.  Color  is  seasonal  in  the  landscape  and  would 


highlight  the  area  during  peak  seasons.  Intrusions  are  numerous,  consisting 
of  a  few  major  transmission  corridors,  coal  mines,  and  the  Craig  Power  Plant 
and  adjoining  Transmission  Lines  and  the  mining  operation  directly  south 
of  the  Plant.  With  all  of  these  intrusions,  the  unit  is  not  as  severely 


impacted  as  one  might  think  due  to  the  overall  size  of  this  Rating  Unit/ 


hey  do  diminish  scenic  guility  onasite  specific  basis.  Though  there  are  many  in- 
trusions, one  sees  only  a  tew  at  one  time,  and  due  to  this,  the  total  impact. 


of  all  modifications  is  limited  in  extent. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Londform 

5 

3 

i 

2   Rnllina-Rrnkpn 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

2  Scattered  variet 

3 

Water 

5 

-3 

0 

2   Semi-dominant. 

A 

Color 

5 

3 

I 

2  Seasonal 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

2 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

1    Common 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-A 

_1     Minps ^Transmissi 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  1 1  or  Less  ' 

SQRU  Final  Rating 

_J)2L.' C 


Subtotal 


=  Total  10- 


Lines 


O 


A,  B3  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Date       5/16/79 


Planning  Unit       Williams   Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit   026    -  Quaker  Mountain 
Film:     Roll   §       4  Frame  t    30 


Evaluator(s)  LAB.MF 


Time  of  Day     6P.M. 


Weather        Overcast 


Landscape  Character: 


Mountains 


General  Narrative:  This  group  of  mountains  is  located  along  the  southern  edge  of 
the  £1  knead  mountain  range.  Although  less  dramatic  than  the  mountains  to  the 


north,  the  quaker  Mountain  broup  does  have  a  moderate  degree  of  diversity  in 


both  its  landforms  and  vegetation.  The  terrain  is  comprised  of  mndprafply  siaef 


slopes  which  lack  rock  outcrops  and  sharp  changes  in  grade. 

Vegetation  occurs  in  random  patterns  throughout  these  mountains  in  a  more 

or  less  open  canopy  of  aspen,  with  some  douglas  fir  and  engelmann  spruce. 

Highl-ights  in  color  composition  are  limited  to  seasonal  changes  in  vegetation. 


Water  is  also  seasonal  and  only  offers  site  sperifir  influence  during  sjming — 
runoff.    


The  Fl  knead  mountains,  which  are  part  of  the  Rnutt  National  Forest-.. _ 

provide  a  scenic  backdrop  for  this  unit  and  for  most  of  the  surrounding  region. 
The  area  is  used  mostly  for  residential  purposes,  which  has  little  effect  on • 
its  overall  rating. ■ 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit      027  -  Quarry  Mountain 

Film:     Roll  $  1 Frame  $        6 

3 1 

Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/15/79 


Evaluator(s)         f'F 


Mountains 


Time  of  Day    3:3.0.  p.m. 
Weather       '  smW 


General  Narrative:   The  Quarry  Mountain  Unit  is  situated  immediately  west  of  Steamboat 
Springs.  It  consists  of  Quarry  Mountain  and  a  number  of  mountains.  Sloping  in  all 
directions  it  has  a  diverse  topography  with  rock  outcrops,  deeply  incised  drainages. 


The  Yampa  River  bends  around  the  landform  and  creates  a  sharp  contrast  to  the 
mountains  within  the  unit.  


Vegetation  consists  of  intermixed  pines  and  aspens,  along  with  scrub  oak  and  sage, 
Color  would  be  great  in  the  fall  due  to  total  intermixing.  Views  are  panoramic 


to  the  mountains  and  ski  area  directly  west.  Along  the  base  of  the  unit  housing 
developments  have  climbed  up  the  slopes  ot  hills.  Ihese  detract  from  the  scenic 
quality  little.  Otherwise  it  has  been  largely  unmodified. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


-Craig 


Date    5/16/79 


Planning  Unit    Williams   Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit    028-Cary  Gulch 
Film:     Roll  #        4  Frame  #     25 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)  LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day    6  P.M. 


Weather    Overcast 


__Ridg.£- 


General  Narrative:  The  Gary  Gulch  unit,  located  north  of  the  town  of  Ha.yden,  consists 
of  a  mojor  south  facing  ridge  which  is  dissected  by  a  series  of  smaller  ridges 

and  narrow  valleys, 


This  ridge  is  a  visually  dominant  feature  within  the  surround- 


ing area   It  serves  as-a  scenic  backdrop  for  Hayden  as  well  as  defining  the 
northern  boundary  of  the  Yampa  River  corridorT" 


The  visual  character  is  dominated  by  exposed  uplifted  beds  of  grey  shale 
and  light  brown  sandstone,  and  moderately  steep  grass  and  sage  covered  slopes 


beneath.  The  depth  as  well  as  the  angle  of  dip  of  these  rock  outcrops  varies 

throughout  the  siteT"  Vegetation  offers  little  in  the  way  of  diveTsrtyanTTs 

predominantly  grasses  and  sageTwith  a  few  isolated"  scrub  oak. 


vegetated  slnpps  provide  color  contrasts  with  the  exposed  sedimentary  rocks. „ 

Wat.pr  has  littlp  influence,  and  due  to  the  steep  slopes  and  apparent  lack 


of  coal  sppms.  there  has  been  little  in  the  way  of  cultural  modifications, 


ThP  P.arv  Gulch  rating  unit  is  a  highly  visible  area,  and  any  changes  occuring 
within  it  would  strongly  effect  the  surrounding  areas. . 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORI 


District       Craig 


Date        5/16/79 


Planning  Unit        Williams   Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit       029  Wolf  Creek 
Film:     Roll  #      3  Frame  #       8 


12 


Landscape  Character: 


22,23 


16 


Evaluator(s)     MF 


Time  of  Day       6  P.M. 


Weather   Sunnv 


Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 


General  Narrative:  This  unit  is  similar  to  unit  019  and  unit  020  in  geologic  makeup. 

Consisting  of  light  brown  to  white  sandstones  interbedded  by  shale  and  coal  deposits 

this  unit  is  an  extension  of  the  formation  making  up  the  Williams  Fork  Mountains. 
Characteristically,  this  unit  has  moderate  to  steep-slopes  with  massive  sandstone 
rock  Outcrops  which  appear  as  distinct  horizontal  bands  across  a  relatively       ~* 


uniform  scrub  oak  and  grassland  landscape.  These  sandstone  outcrops  contrast 
greatly  in  color  to  the  surrounding  landscape  and  are  dominant  visual  elements, 
borne  small  interesting  eroded  formations  exist  in  the  form  of  cones  or  spires 

which  also  act  as  focal  points,  again  due  to  the  contrasting  colors. 

Vpgpt.at.inn  within  the  unit  consists  primarily  nf  scrub  oak  and  grasses. 


with  small  isolated  clusters  of  aspen  situated  ..in.  thp.  wpf.t.pr  areas  of  the  unit. 
Evergreens  are  also  present,  but  on  the  whole  are  limited  in  extent  and  are 
primarily  situated  in  the  higher  elevations  of  the  unit. 


As  a  series  of  ridges  and  narrow  valleys,  the  views  within  the  unit  are 


confined  or  enclosed.  Adjacent  scenery  has  little  if  any  influence  except  while 
on  top-of  the  ridges. 


Intrusions  are  limited  and  consist  of  one  old  coal  mining  operation  of  the 

-  50's.  The  site  has-  not  been  reclaimed  by  man,  although  vegetation  is  starting 

to  establish  itself  on  the  old  tailings.  Due  to  observer  positions,  the  mining 

site  has  little  influence  upon  scenic  quality.  The  tailings,  the  only  visible 

evidence  of  past  mining  activities,  forms  yet  another  ridge  in  a  series  of  ridges. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District        Craig 


Date  5/16/79 


Planning   Unit     Williams   Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit     °30  Hooker  Mtn. 
Film:     Roll   i       4 Frame  #24.26.29.30 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)  LAB,MF 


Time  of  Day     g  p.m.  - , 

Weather  Overcast 

Rolling  Hills __ 


General  Narrative:   Situated  between  the  Yampa  River  Valley  to  the  south,  and  the 


El  knead  mountains  to  the  north,  this  unit  consists  of  a  variety  of  gently  rolling 
hills.   Ihese  hills  are  predominantly  covered  with  mature  sage  brush  and  scrub 
oak'  and  otter  little  variety  in  color  and  texture.  -A  tew  cottonwoods  can  be 


found  along  riverbeds,  however  the  diminutive  size  of  these  water  features 
prevents  the  trees  from  having  any  visual  impact  on  the  surrounding  area. 


Adiarent.  mountains  provide  a  scenic  backdrop  and  moderately  entrance  the 

overall  scenic  quality,  creating  contrasts  between  the  uniformity  of  the  rolling 
hills  and  the  dramatic  features  of  the  Elkhead  mountains. 


Aside  from  adjacent  scenery  the  only  variety  within  this  relatively  homo- 
geneous unit  is  derived  from  the  grassy  pastures  used  for  grazing.  There  are 
a  few  strip  mine  sites,  but  these  have  been  aoandonned  tor  years  and  the  area 


is  beginning  to  re.iuvenate  itself. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District        Craig 


Date      4/16/79 


Planning  Unit     Williams  Fork 


^cenic  Quality  Rating  Unit     031   Round  Mountain 
Film:     Roll   #     4  Frame  #      6,21 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)  MF 


Time  of  Day 


4  P,M. 


Weather  ■  Overcast 
Mountains 


General  Narrative:   This  series  of  mountains  are  oriented  north-south  and  extend 

out  of  the  El  knead  Mountains  northwest  of  Steamboat  Springs.  These  rugged,  broken 


landforms  drop  an  average  of  1000  feet  to  the  east  to  the  Elk  River  Valley. 
Rock  outcrops,  some  mas-sive  and  angular  are  dominant  features  in  this  area. 


These  outcrops  determine  the  vegetative  density  as  well  as  location.  One  of 

the  more  notable  rock  features  is  an  area  called  Rim  Rocks,  a  linear  banded  rock 
outcrop  below  Pilot  Knob,  another  massive  rock  feature. 


•Vegetation  consists  of  evergreens,  aspens,  and  scrub  oak.  There  is  no 
pattern  to  their  arrangement  or  location,  creating  diverse  patterns,  textures, 
and  colors. 


"Colors  and  water  features  are  both  seasonal  in  the  unit,  water  features 
are  few,  and  would  only  be  noticed  during  spring  runoTT  periods. 


Thp  arPR  js  nnp  nf  complexity  and  diversity.  No  modifications  exist  in 

the  unit  due  to  the  ruggedness  of  the  landscape. . — 

Vjpws  RrP  panoramic  to  the  east,  but  have  little  impact  opon  scenic  quality 


dut  to-  the  intrinsic  beauty  of  the  unit. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning   Unit       Williams   Fork 


Scenic   Quality  Rating   Unit     032-  Shield  Moutain 
Film:     Roll   #      2  Frame  I    2 


Landscape  Character: 


Date      4/16/79 


Evaluator(s)  mf.i  ar 


Time  of  Day  4:30  P.M. 
Weather    Sunny 
Mountains 


General    Narrative:  The  Shield  Mountain     area  situated  in  the  northeastern  segment  of, 
the  planning  unit  is  an  extension  of  the  El khead  Mountain  Range. As  such. 


is  moderately  to  steeply  sloping  with  vegetation  characteristic  of  mountainous   , — 
environments.  '  Evergreens  and  aspen  dominate  the  unit  and  are  relatively  extensive 
in  cover  along  the  side  slopes.      ITieTittle  Snake  Kiver  headwaters  are  within 


the  unit  and  add  diversity  to  the  area  mTHe  torm  or  vegetation  ana  water  features^ 


The  stream  nr  river  as   it  is  called,   is  somewhat  dominant  and  adds  another 


visual    element  to  the  unit. 


Vi ews  are  at  times  expansive  extending  into  ad.jacent  areas. — Ihese  views, 


TdT^ol^hTt  to  the  quality  of  the  unit,  but  coiiipetewTth  the  inherent  features  of__ 
the  unit. 


Overall   the  unit  is  unmodified  and  natural,  providing  for  some  interesting 

v i s u al   experiences  as  one  moves  throughout  the  area. ; _ 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Date 


5/16/79 


Planning  Unit       Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit  033-Deep  Creek 
Film:     Roll   #       4  Frame  #     9,20,21 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)      MF,LAB 


Time  of  Day    4:30  P-.M. 
Weather   Overcast   ; 


Rolling   Hills-Basin 


General   Narrative:     As  a  ma.ior  drainage,  this  area  consists  of  low  rolling     bills  and 


a  series  of  many  creeks,   all   of  which  originate  from  the  Round  Mountain  area. 


The  major  creeks  within  the  unit  consist  of  Deep,   Chimney,  Turner,   Renfro,   and 


Dry  Creeks.     This  lowland  area  is  dominantlv  covered"  with  grasses  and  saoes.   with 
willows  along  the  stream  courses. 


These  creeks  have  cut  through  the  landscape  creating  a  series  of  rounded, 
uniform  hills  which  tend  to  contain  views  looking  across  the  unit.     When  viewing 
parra>lel   to  these  rounded  landforms,   panaramic, views  of  the  Elkhead  Mountains 
and  the  Park  Range  Mountains,  enhance  the  scenic  quality  of  this  landscape. 


These  mountains  border  this  basin  on  three  sides  creating  a  boundary  definition 
and  visual   terminus  to  the  area.  


I  he  major  land  uses   included  grazing  and  ranching,  niether  have  negative 
impacts  on  scenic  quality,      mough  there  are  no  outstanding  features,   the  area" 


is  interesting  due  to  its  natural     setting  and  adjacent  views. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit     Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit       O34  E1k  Mountain 
Film:     Roll   #       4  Frame  #      3,4,5,7 


Landscape  Character: 


Date     5/16/79 


Evaluator(s)   MF,LAB 


- 


Time  of  Day       12:30  P'M' 

Weather    Partly  CToudv 
Isolated  Mountain 

„_ 

General  Narrative:  Located  to  the  northwest  of  Steamboat  Springs, Elk  Mountain  is  a 

dominant  physical  feature  strongly  influencing  the  surrounding  area.  It  is  an 

isolated  mountain  of  volcanic  ortgin  and  is  situated  among  rolling  hills  near 
two  river  valleys,  the  Elk  River  to  the  east  and  the  Yampa  Kiver  to  the  south. 

the 


The  mountain  can  be  broken  down  into  two  distinct  visual  components 


upper  and  lower  slopes.  The  lower  slopes  are  relatively  steep  and  comprised 

of  a  closed  forest  with  random  patterns  created  by  alternating  patches  of  aspen 


and  conifers, 


The  upper  slopes  are  much  steeper  with  dramatic  rock  outcrops  and  rise  up 
sharply  from  the  lower  slopes.  Vegetation  is  predominantly  fir  and  spruce  and 


occurs  where  slopes  will  allow. 


Most  of  the  variations  in  color  occur  on  a  seasonal  basis  with  respect  to 


changes  in  vegetation.  The  occurance  of  water  is  minimal  and  has  little  effect 


on  the  overall  rating. 


Although  there  are  other  mountains  of  Similar  origin  in  the  region,  most 

of  them  are  in  a  closer  proximity  to  each  other,  and  located  further  north  within 
the  Elkhead  mountain  range.  The  mountainous  character  of  this  rating  unit  is 


greatly  enhanced  by  the  relatively  flat  surroundings,  and  make  it  a  distinctively 
unique  feature  and  highly  visible  within  the  region. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 
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Planning   Unit         Williams   Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit       035    Moon  Hill 
Film:     Roll   #       4  Frame  #    1,2,8,17,19 


Landscape  Character: 


Date  5/16/79 


Evaluator(s)       LAB,  MTB 


Time  of  Day 


1:30  P.M. 


Weather 


Cloudy 


Mountains 


General   Narrative:       This  unit  is  comprised  of  the  foothills  of  the   Park  Range 

mountain  ranges  that  are   located  in  the  Routt  National    rorest  to  me  easi.  ui 


Williams  Fork  planning  unit.     Topographical    features  are  not  as  dramatic  or  as 


dominant  as  those  found- in.  the    park,  range.     Vegetation  as  well,   has  little  diversity 

— ~~ ~ r~z 5 ; — ' _•■  -  i_      i_      r   '  i._  J T^^TT^4-Tw4     r-n-u-  1/of  e     r\"r 


and  is  made  up  of  mostly  grasslands  with  scrub  oaks,  and  isolated  pockets  or 
aspen  and  conifers  on  northern  slopes.  Most  streams  and  ponds  are  small  ana  nave 


a  site  specific  influence  with  little  overall  afreet  on  tne  rating  unit. 


Color"  is  important  only  with  respect  to  seasonal  variations  in  vegetation.  The 
impact  of  residential  land  uses  located  near  Steamboat  Springs  has  resu I  tea  in   _ 
some  modifications  within  the  unit,  and  have  somewhat  depreciatea  tne  areas  scenic 


quality. 


Thp  adiar.ent  mountains  within  the  national  forests  enhance  the  overall  scenic 
quality  of  these  smaller  mountains.  . : 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Date        5/16/79 


Planning  Unit    Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit  036  Elk  River 

Film:      Roll   #        4  Frame  #   5,6,7,8,16,17,18 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)    MF.LAB 


Time  of  Day     1=00 


Weather  part.lv  r.lhndv 


River  Valley 


General  Narrative:    The  Elk  River  flows  out  of  the  Park  Range  Mountain?  t.n  the  south 

and  .joins  up  with  the  Yampa  River  west  of  Steamboat  Springs.  The  River  valley 

is  situated  between  the  mountains  and  has  a  definite  boundary  due  to  adjacent  land- 

forms  surrounding  the  area, 


The  vallev  floor  itself  is  very  flat  and  is  dominated  bv  grazing  lands. 
Vegetation  consists  of  grasslands  beyond  the  immediate  river  channel  which  is 


dominated  by  dense  stands  of  cottonwoods  and  willows  in  curvilinear  patterns. 
The  river  itself  meanders  through  the  valley  floor  and  is  a  dominant  visual 


element  when  adjacent  to  the  roadway,  but  in  most  cases  is  not  the  dominant  element^ 
Rather,  the  vegetative  patterns  along  the  stream  banks  are  the  indicators  of 


the  river. 


Views  are  panoramic  in  all  directions  and  add  moderately  to  the  scenic  quality. 

Views  of  the  mountains  are  distant  with  the  exception  of  Elk  Mountain  located  to . 

the  south  adjacent  to  the  valley. 


The  major  land  uses  within  the  valley  are  grazing  and  one  small  resort 

development  which  compared  to  the  total  rating  unit  have  little  impact.  The 
community  of  Clark  and  Glen  eden  are  situated  within  the  valley  and  as  well  have 
a  minor  impact  upon-  scenic  quality. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District        Craia 


Date     5/16/79 


Planning  Unit      Williams   Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit  037  Cottonwood  Gulch 
Film:     Roll   i       4  Frame  #       15,18 


Evaluator(s)  MF,LAB 


Time  of  Day     4:30 


Weather    Overcast 


Landscape  Character: 


Mountains 


General  Narrative:   This  area  is  much  the  same  as  unit  035  in  that  the  area  is  primarily 
lesser  mountains. or  foothills.  The  principle  difference  is  this  area  is  more 


uniform  in  slope,  sloping  to  the  south.   Few  landform  features  exist,  that,  are 
different  from  the  main-slope. 


Vegetation  consists  of  aspens  and  evergreens  intermixed  with  scrub  oaks. 
All  varieties  are  solid  in  form  and  texture,  and  all  are  intermixed  within  the 


other  vegetative  groupings. 


The  main  water  feature  is  contained  within  Cottonwood  Gulch  and  is  intermittent 

in  nature.  A  few  springs  are  found -within  the  area,  and  combined  with  the 

streams  in  Cottonwood  Gulch  make  up  the  total  water  element. 


Views  are  panoramic  to  the  south  with  focals  of  the  Elk  River  Valley. 


Though  the  influence  of  adjacent  areas  is  not  strong,  these  areas  do  accentuate 
the  mountains,  higher  reliefs  contained  in  the  unit. 
Modifications  are  not  present  in  this  area  and  as  a  result  the  area  appears 


natural  and  somewhat  visually  interesting. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District   Craig 


Date   5/16/79 


Planning  Unit   Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  038-Steamboat  Lake 
Film:  Roll  i       4        Frame  #  11,12 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)  MF,LAB 


Time  of  Day  12:30-P.M. 
Weather  Partly  Cloudy 
Lake-Recreation  Area 


General  Narrative:  The  Steamboat  Lake  area  is  situated  in  the  northpast.prn  part,  nf 
this  planning  unit  below  HabnSi  Peak.  The  lake  is  one  of  the  biggest  water 


the  the  region,  and  as  a  result  appears  to  be  heavily  used  in  summer  months __. 

indicated  bv  the  abundance  of  recreational  facilities  present-  It  is  spmi-r.ontained 


in  a  visual  sense  with  low  lying  foothills  to  the  north,  south,  and  east.  The 
Park  Range  mountains  surround  the  entire  area  and  add  greatly  to  the  scenic  quality 
of  the  unit.  Views  of  the  mountains  are  panoramic  and  add  to  the  "mountainous" 


setting  of  this  lake. 


Vegetation  around  the  lake  consists  of  Pines,  aspens,  and  willows,  sometimes— 

dense  while  at  other  times  spotty  and  random. 

All  vegetative  species  in  combination  with  the  water  body  will  be  seasonally 

spectacular. 


No  ma.ior  intrusions  exist  within,  the  unit  other  than  the  recreational  facilities 
which  do  not  detract  from  the  scenic  quality  due  to  the  natural  materials  used 


in  construction. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District        Craig 


Date       5/16/79 


Planning  Unit  Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  038a  -Willow  Creek 
1    Film:     Roll   #     4  Frame  #    10,13,14 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)     MF.LAB 


Time  of  Day  12:30  P.M. 
Weather  Partly  Cloudy 


WptlanH-Rnllina  Hills 


General   Narrative:   This  area  consists  of  the  low  lying  rolling  hills  situated  around  the 

Steamboat  Lake  unit.     The  area  is  dominated  by  marshes  or  wetlands,   and  as  a 

result  contains  a  variety  ot  vegetative  species  including  aspens,  willows,  pines, 
and  otner  aquatic  speci-es.  '  ■    


The  vegetation  is  diverse  in  types  as  well   as  cover,  offering  a  variety  of. 
spatial   experiences.     Colors  are  seasonal   and  at  times  would  be  very  beautiful 
due  to  the  diversity  and  patterns. 


-Similar  to  the  Steamboat  Lake  area,   the  ad.iacent  views  are  panoramic  and 


add  greatly  to  the  unit's  scenic  quality.     Due  to  the  proximity  of  the  mountains. 


a  contrast  in  vegetation  and  landform  accentuates  the  unit. 


Though  similar  to  other  areas  within  the  region,  this  area  is  distinctive 
primarily  due  to  the  setting  and  abundance  ot  water  oriented  elements. 

The  rnmmnnit.v  nf  Hahns   Peak  is   the  only  intrusion  within  an  otherwise  natrua 

setting.     This  community  is  old  and  started  in  the  Gold  Mining  era.     Though  it 

js  not  a  large  community,   it  has  small    impact  upon  the  rating  area,  but  does  not 


domi naie  this  visually  interesting  area. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Williams   Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit  039-Yampa  River/Craig 


Film:     Roll  # 


Landscape  Character: 


4 

Frame  #24.25,26,27 

5 

35,36 

8 

4-8 

Date 


5/16/79 


Evaluator(s) MF 


Time  of   Day      1:00  .p.m. 

Weather   cloudy  

River  Valley 


General  Narrative:   After  cutting  through  the  landscapes  rolling  hills  t.n  t.hP  past.. 
the  YamDa  River  is  contained  within  a  broad  valley  floor.  As  a  result  of  the  flat 


valley  floor,  the  river  is  very  curvil i near  and  is  a  dominant  landscape  element. 
A  dense  stand  of  cottonwood-s  follow  the  stream  course  where  the  land  has  yet  to  be 
cleared  for  grazing  purposes.  There  are  no  outstanding  dominant  focal  points  within 
the  unit  (with  the  exception  of  the  river)  and  as  a  result  the  area  is  common  and 


lacks  great  visual  "interest.  It  has  not  been  modified  greatly  so  the  landscape 

Just  beyond  the  unit  to  tne  south  the  Hayden  substation 


appears  rainy  natural 


demands  attention  due  to  its  size.  Though  not  within  the  unit  it  does  detract 
somewhat  from  the  naturalness  and  scenic  quality.  Hayden  and  the  Route  40  are 
situated  on  the  southern  boundary  of  the  unit,  and  affect  the  scenic  quality  in 


a  minor  way. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District        Craig 


Date       5/16/79 


Planning  Unit        Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit 
Film:     Roll  #  Frame  i 


040  Breeze  Basin 


Unable  to  photograph 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)       MF,LAB 


Weather  Sunny 


Rolling  hills 


Time  of  Day  1:30 


General  Narrative:  Thp  Breeze  Basin  unit  is  a  smooth,  undulating  series  of  lowland 


rolling  hills.  Situated  between  Craig  and  Havden  south  of  the  Yampa  River,  it 
resembles  unit  058  in  landscape  character. ; 


Vegetation  consists  primarily  of  grasses  and  sages  wifah  scrub  oak  as  the 
dominant  overstory  which  occurs  in  limited  areas  of  the  unit. 


The  major  features  within  the  unit  which  differentiate  this  area  from  unit 
058,  is  this  area  contains  two  small  isolated  water  bodies  and  contains  one 


small-  section  of  a  transmission  corridor.  This  intrusion  has  little  impact 
upon  scenic  quality  and  was  not  noted  as  a  significant  modification. 

The  two  small  water  features  are  dominant  on  a  site  specific  basis  and  add 


somewhat,  though  not  greatly,  to  the  scenic  quality  of  the  area. 


Overall,  the  unit  is  not  outstanding,  and  is  a  common  lowland  rolling  hills 
landscape  characteristic  of  the  western  region  of  the  Williams  Fork  P.U. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Date       5/18/79 


Planning  Unit  Williams   Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     041-Deep  Rock  Gulch 
Film:     Roll   #       5 Frame  #12,13,15 

Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)  MF,LAB 


Time  of  Day    4  P.M. 
Weather       Sunn^  ' ' 


Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 


General   Narrative:     The  deep  rock  gulch  rating  unit  covers  a  relatively  large  area  of 
ridges  and  valleys  to  the  south  ot  the  Williams  H'orK  Kiver.      me  milsiaes  vary»" 
with  south  facing  slopes  beiny  steeper  with  occasional  stiaTggncrsaTnlsgTre  rotcrupsT 


and  north  facing  slopes  being  more  gentle  and  covered  with  sage  brush  and  scrub — 


oaks. 


*A  complex  drainage  pattern  is  topographically  expressed  in  the  highly  dissected" 
nature  of  this  unit.  Although  there  is  a  large  number  or  streams  and  small  lakes 


within  thpse  narrow  valleys,  they  are  not  a  dominant  element  in  the  landscape. 


Vegetation  is  predominately  sagebrush  and  scrub  oak.  Sheltered  north  slopes 

however,  create  a  niche  for  small  stands  of  aspen,  fir  and  spruces.  A  few  wetland 


species  can  be  found  alongside  streams.  Seasonal  contrasts  in  trees  along  with 
the  presence  of  rock  outcrops  provides  some  contrasts  in  color  and  texture. 


The  uplifted  beds  of  shales  and  sandstones,  are  found  in  association  with  natural 
resources  which  have  and  are  still  being  extracted,  through  out  this  area.  However, 
the  number  and  size  of  these  mines  and  oil  drills  is  on  such  a  small  scale 


that  cultural  modifications  are  minimal. . 

Access  into  this  area  is  limited  to  unimproved  dirt  roads  which' lead  to  mines, 
oil  drills  or  springs. . 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 
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District 


Craig 


Date 


5/17/79 


Planning  Unit 


Williams  Fork 


Evaluator(s) 


MF,   LAB 


Scenic  "Quality  Rating  Unit     042-Williams  Fork  River  Valley 

Film:     Roll   f      5  Frame  #  11.12.13.14.15  Time  of  Day ?:Q°  p-m< 


£csroe<#c  12 


Landscape  Character: 


4,6 


Weather     sunny 


River  Valley 


General  Narrative:    The  Williams  Fork  River  Valley,  located  in  the  snnt.hwpst.ern 
part  of  the  planning  unit,  is  a  moderately  open  "U"  shaped  valley.  The  valley 


is  bordered  to  the  north  by  the  Williams  Fork  Mountains  whirh  grpatly  xriri   tn  _ 
the  scenic  quality  of  the  valley,  as  well  as  accentuate  and  rlpfinp  the  vallpy_ 
floor  due  to  dramatic  vertical  relief  of  the  slopes  which  rise  abruptly  from_ 
the  river  valley.  To  the  south  the  landscape  rises  up  to  thp  Flat  Top  Range 
but  Is  much  less  dramatic,  although  these  foothills  equally  define  the  river 
valley.  "    ~  . 


Vegetation  is  predominantly  cottonwoods  and  willows  immpdiatply  adjarpnt  tn 
the  river  corridor.  The  fertility  of  the  valley  floor  is  pyiHent  in  the 


abundance  of  grazing  land  that  is  intermixed  with  the  flood  plain  forest. 


With  a  meandering  pattern,  the  Williams  Fork  River  is  a  dominant  element- 
Highlights  in  color  are  brought  out  in  the  reflections  of  the  water  and 


vegetation. 


With  no  modifications,-  the  valley  is  natural  and  beautiful  dup   tn  adjarpnt. 
1 andforms,  and  the  elements  which  are  contained  within  thp  valley  itself. — 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

I 

1 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

4 

3 

Water 

5 

3 

0 

4 

A 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

4 

5 

Influence 

5 

L_      3 

0 

3  ■ 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

3 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

2 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  II  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rating 

042        A 


Subtotal 


■  Total 


21 


A,  B,  or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Date     4/17/79 


- 


Planning   Unit   Williams   Fork 


Evaluator(s)MF,LAB 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit   043-Upper  Williams  Fork  River 


Film:     Roll  # 


F       5 

Frame  #    9 

i? 

1.?.3 

Landscape  Character: 


Time  of  Day  l?:?n  p-_^_ 
Weather___5imny J 


Mo u ntainous/River  Valley  , 


General   Narrative:     This  unit  consists  of  the  Drainage  of  the  Upper  Williams  Fork  River 
1 ocated  between  Dunkley  and  Beaver  Flattops. 

The  hillsides  are  moderately  sloping  and  appear  as   a  series  of  Foothills 


to  the  higher  mountains  -south  of  the  study  area.     Rounded  in  form,  thev  are  covered 
with  sages  and  grasses  with  small   to  moderate  solid  groves  of  aspens  and  small 
stands  of  evergreens. 


Sloping  down  to  the  Williams  Fork  River,   the  drainagp  is  hasjcfilly  'II' 

shaped.     The  River  has  cut  through  this  area  and  bisects  the  unit.  

Thp  Vallpv  flonr  is  somewhat  narrow  and  supports  JreaMy-JSfllid_^Jaiids-Qf. 


cottonwoods  and  willows  which  are  primarily  located  adjacent  to  the  stream 
course.     Grasslands  used  for  grazing  occupy     the  remainder  of  the  Valley  floor. 


The  River  and  valley  floor  are  donimant  elements  in  the  unit  and  are  accentuated 

by  the  sloping  rolling  hills  to  the  east  and  west.    • 

Views  are  panoramic  in  some  sections  of  the  unit,  with  views  of  the  Flattops 


which  rise  dramatically  above  the  area. ; 

There  are  no  intrusions   in  this  unit,  and  as  such  the  unit  remains  unmodified 

with  the  exception  of. small   ranches  which  do  not  effect  the  scenic  quality  of 


this  natrual   area. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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I  J  or  Less 


SQRU 

043 


Fina    Rating 

_B 
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A,   B,  or  C 


O 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District   Craig 


Planning  Unit  Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit044  Horse  Mountain 
Film:  Roll  f  Frame  # 


See  unit  043 


Landscape  Character: 


Date  4/17/79 


Evaluator(s)     MF.LAB 

Time  of  Day  12:45   . 

Weather  Sunny 

Mountains 

General  Narrative:   This  area  is  very  similar  to  unit  043  which  lies  directly  east 
of  this  unit.  "        ~~~  " 


The  primary  difference  is  that  this  unit  has  greater  verticle  reliefs  because 

it  is  a  more  broken  and  disected  area.  The  area  is  made  up  of  a  series  of  sharp 

ridges  and  narrow  valleys,  rather  than  one  'IT  shaped  drainage.  The  reason  for 

this  is  a  different  geologic  make  up  between  units. 


Rock  outcrops  are  more  numerous  in  this  landscape  and  add  to  the  quality  ot  the 


site< 


Please  refer  to  Unit  043  for  a  further  description  of  this  unit. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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Low 
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Explanation 
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Scenic  Quality 
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Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  1  I  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rating 
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A,  B,  or  C       ' 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Date 


D/i///y 


Planning   Unit 


Williams  Fork 


'cenic  Quality  Rating   Unit    045-Hamilton 
Film:     Roll   I  5  Frame  #     16,17 


Landscape  Character: 


78,29,30 


Evaluator(s)   MF,  LAB 


Time  of  Day   1:00  p. 
Heather   sunny 
River  Valley/Canyon 


General  Narrative:     Before  .joining  the  Yampa  River,  the  Williams  Fork  River  has. 
created  a  canyon  by  cutting  through  the  Williams  Fork  Mountains  north  and  east  of 
the  community,  of  Hamilton. - ■ 


The  sidewalls  to  this  canyon  are  very  similar  to  Unit  019  in  their  makeup,  and 
consist  of  large  exposed  bands  of  shales. and  sandstones.  These  fock  formations 


are  very  interesting  due  to  their  textures  and  color,  as  well  as  their  dominance 
as  one  moves  through  the  area.  Ihe  sideslopes  drop  an  average  of  400  to  600  feet 
creating  a  definite  visual  boundary  to  this  area.  ~ 


Vegetation  is  aparse  and  consists  of  grasses  and  sages,  with  some  pinyon  juniper  . 
where  slopes  allow.  The  river  itself  is  a  dominant  visual  element  in  the  unit  and 


through  its  somewhat  meandering  fashion  creates  a  variety  of  spatial  experiences, 
Cottonwoods  and  willows  occupy  the  valley  floor  east  of  Hamilton,  but  are  limited 


in  the  canyon  north  of  this  community. 


Views  are  totally  contained,  so  outside  influences  have  no  impact  upon  this  unit. 


There  are  several  .intrusions  within  th_  _QJ_  whirh  include  railroad-  j_a__S  ,  nravpl 

pits,  and  coal  loading  operations.  These  all -detract  frori -the- srenir.  quality  ; 

substantially. . 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 
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Color 
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7 
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-4 
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Scenic  Quality 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Date 


5/17/79 


Planning  Unit 


Williams  Fork 


"cenic  Quality  Rating   Unit   046-Morapos  Creek 
Film:     Roll  #  5 


Frame  t    18,19 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)   LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day  3:30  P«,m« 
Weather    sunny- 


Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 


General  Narrative:    The  Morapos  Creek  rating  unit  is  located  north  of  the  White 


River  National  Forest  in  the  southwest  corner  of  the  Hi  I  Mams  Fork  planning  unit. 
It  is  an  area  composed  of  a  series  of  uplifted  sandstone  and  snale  Peas  wmch  vary 
in  the  degree  of  uplifting- and  the  amount  or  exposed  r-ock.   ihe  rldyeb  created 
run  parallel  as  a  northwest/southeast  axis.   Ihe  steeper  slopes  and  exposed  rock~ 
faces  occur  on  the  southwest  facing  slopes,  win  letne  nortneast  tacing  slopes 
have  a  constant  grade  and  a  greater  amount  of  vegetation. 


Vegetation  is  fairly  homogeneous,  consisting  of  mostly  sayebrusli  and  grasses 
where  slopes  allow.  Cottonwoods  and  junipers  can  also  be  round  scattered  about 
in  sheltered  areas  or  along  stream  banks.  Color  becomes  a  dominant  factor  on 
south  facing  slopes  where  exposed  layers  of  light  colored  bedruck  cuntrwts  with 


the  surrounding  vegetation. 


site,  seasonal  changes  in  color  are  minima 


Due  to  the. types  of  plant  material  found  in  this 

Water,  altnougn  present  in  a  number 


of  streams,  springs  and  a  few  small  ponds  are  subject  to  severe  seasonal  fluctuations 
and  only-have  a  site  specific  influence  during  periods  of  peak  tlows. 


Much  of  this  region  i-s  characterized  by  these  uplifted  sed  linen U ry   beds,  wliiili 
results  in  an  area  such  as  Morapos  Creek  being  distinctive  out  somewhat  common. 


There  is  a  general  absence  of  mines  or  drills  and  only  minimal  graziny  occurs. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Date 


5/17/79 


Planning  Unit 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    047-Stinking  Springs 
Film:     Roll   #       5  Frame  #     20,21,22,24,26 


Fwaraax#     12 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)  MF,  LAB 


Time  of  Day         3:30  p.m. _ 

Meather_    sunny _________ 

Rolling  Hills/Basin 


General  Narrative:    This  basin  is  an  expansive  area  situated  south  of  lies _ 

Mountain  and  east  of  Thornburgh  Mountain.  It  is  well  defined  £____  to  these  mountain-L- 
and nt.hpr  unnamed  mountains  that  border  this  basin  of  rolling  hills  in  all  directions,, 


As  previously  mentioned,  this  area  is  a  series  of  rolling  hills  broken  by  many 
small  streams,  none  of  which  are  dominant  elements  in  the  landscape. 


The  area  is  dominantly  covered  with  sages  and  grasses,  appearing  very  uniform  in  .. 
texture  and  cover.  Willows  and  other  water  oriented  species  are  located  along  the 
stream  courses,  but  are  minimal  compared  to  the  solid  cover  of  the  grasslands. 


Vjpws  are  nannramir  anH  arlrl  tn  fchfi  UXtltS  srpnir  quality ThOHI-lirgh  Mountain 

and  Ties  Mountain  Hsp  dramatically  nut  nf  this  landsranp  and  arrpntnate  the 


litt.lp  relief  nf  thp  arpa. 


Intrusions  r.nnsist.  of  transmission  lines  whirh  rross  the  unit. — This  moriif irat inn 
has  minimal  impact  upon  the  area  due  tn  the  distances  at  whirh  f.hpv  are  seen,  and 
the  extent  of  this  area.- — 


Overall,  the  unit  lacks  great  visual  Quality  due  to  the  lack  of  contrasting  features. 
It  is  homogeneous  and  is  relatively  uninteresting.        ~ 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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Influence 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Craig 


Date  5/17/79 


Planning  Unit 


Williams   Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit    048-Thornburgh  Mtns, 
Film:     Roll   f  5  Frame  i     21,24 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)      LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day          4:00  p.m. 
Weather  sunny 


Mountains 


General  Narrative:   The  Thornburgh  Mountain  rating  unit,  located  in  the  southwestern 
corner  of  Williams  Fork,  is  a  narrow  chain  of  mountains  which  generally  run  north/south. 
rhey  are  characteristical ly  steep-sided  with  dramatic  landform  patterns.  Topographic 

variations  are  expressed  in  the  differences  between  the  east  and  west  facing  slopes.  

[he  eastern  slopes  rise  sharply  at  a  more  or  less  constant  rate  and  lack  rock  outcrops. 
Ihe  western  slopes  are  more  dissected  and  eroded  exposing  different  colored  layers 


of  sandstones  and  shales. 


Vegetation  is  predominantly  sages  and  grasses.  Jumper  can  be  found  scattered  at 
steeper  grades  onwst-facing  slopes,  but  play  a  more  dominant  role  on  the  eastern 


side  where  junipers  are  associated  with  light  colored  rock  outcrops  and  decomposed 
rock.  


This  rating  unit  is  somewhat  distinctive  and  strongly  influences  ad.iacent  units  to — 
the  east,  but  due  to  their  proximity  to  the  mountains  in  the  White  River  National 
Forest  they  are  relatively  common  to  the  region.  Lack  of  vehicular  access  into  this 
unit,  as  well  as  an  apparent  absence  of  coal  seams  has  left  the  area  free  of 
cultural  modifications* 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Date 


5/17/79 


Planning  Unit 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit      049-Milk  Creek 
Film:     Roll   t      5  Frame  #       25,27 


TT 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)  LAB,  MF 

Time  of  Day      4:30  p.m. 
Weather  sunny      


Lesser  Mountains 


General   Narrative:  This  unit  is  the  same  as  unit  (049a).     The  major  difference 

is  this  are  lacks  the  modifications  of  the  coal  mines. 


Please  refer  to  unit   (049a)   for  a  further  description  of  this  area. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Date 


5/17/79 


Planning  Unit    Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  049a-Axia1 
Film:  Roll  # 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)    MF,  LAB 


?        5 

Frame  § 

Z5,27 

12 

9 

• 

Time  of  Day   4:30  .p,m. 
Weather  sunny   ; 


Lesser  Mountains 


General  Narrative:   This  unit  is  situated  in  the  southwestern  corner  of  the  planning 

unit  and  consists  ot  urn  form  mountainous  slopes  which  fall  toward  Axial  Basin. 

These  slopes  have  been  cut  by  a  series  of  creeks,  with  Good  Springs  Creek  being  the 
largest,  all  ot  which  drain- toward  the  basin.        •  


I  he  side  slopes  of  these  drainages  are  also  relatively  uniform,  although  they  are 
more  dramatic  due  to  a  greater  degree  ot  slope  and  relief.         


Vegetation  consists  ot  grasses  and  sages  primarily,  but  cottonwoods  and  willows  are 
"located  within  the  wetter  valley  floors  in  isolated  patterns.  


Route  13  travels  up  Good  Spring  Creek  and  due  to  the  narrow  valley  in  which  it 
traversed,  outside  influences  are  limited  and  have  no  impact  upon  scenic  quality. 


Intrusions  within  the  unit  are  extensive  and  consist  of  huge  coal  mine  opprat.ions. 
transmission  lines,  and  power  substations.  The  coal  mines  have  a  great  impart,  upon 
the  landscape.  These  mines  are  atop  the  uniform  slopes  and  cannot  be  seen  from  the 
major  travel  route,  and  these  have  no  impact  upon  scenic  quality  for  those  who  travel 


on  this  route.  The  visible  impacts  include  the  transmission  lines  and  substations. 
which  do  have  an  impact  upon  scenic  quality,  but  are  generally  localized  in  nature 


and  do  not  greatly  attect  the  scenic  quality  of  this  area. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  'Quality  Rating  Unit  050-Yampa/Round  Bottom 

Film:  Roll  f     12 

Frame  #    10,11,12 


Landscape  Character: 


Date     5/17/79 


Evaluator(s)           MF,   LAB 

Time  of  Day         3:30  p. 

Weather         sunny 

River  Valley 

General  Narrative:   This  section  of  the  Yampa  River  is  located  along  the  Williams, 
Fork  planning  units  western  boundary  south  of  Craig. . _ 


The  river  itself  has  cut  through  this  landscape  and  created  a  canyon  environment, ~^ 
with  distinct  sidewalis  ot  exposed  shales  and  sandstones,   inese  sidewalis  are  orten 
vertical,  and  are  relatively  smooth  in  texture  due  to  tneir  geologic  makeup. 


The  river  has  a~~very  meanderTng^ourseT"wTtFTswitchbacks  of  180°.  The  river  is  the  __ —  ' 
dominant  element  in  this  landscape. _ — — 


Little. vegetation  exists  other  than  sages  or  grasses.  There  are  no  cottonwoods 

which  are  characteristic  of  wetter  sites.  This  is  due  to  the  lack  of  available — 
open  flat  space  caused  by  the  immediate  proximity  of  the  near  vertical  sandstone/ 
shale  sidewalis.         : : 


Views  are  contained  within  the  unit,  so  outside  influences  have  little  impact  upon  the 


area. 


The  area  lacks  contrasting  elements,  but  is  still  beautiful  because  of  its  simplicity 

and  distinctiveness.  There  are  no  intrusions  in  the  unit,  making  for  a  natural   

environment  with  a  variety  of  spatial  experiences  for  those  who  float  or  fish  this 

section  of  the  Yampa. — 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Williams   Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit   051-Lower  El  knead 
Film:     Roll   #        2  Frame#  16,18,21,22,23,24, 


Rrameoik    6 


25,27 
2,3,4,7 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/18/79 


Evaluator(s)         LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day 

2: 

45 

P 

.m. 

Weather        sur 

ny 

Mountains 

This  rating  unit  is   comprised  of  that  portion  of  the  Elkhead 
located  within  Williams  Fork  planning  unit"T~  These  mountains 


is 


General   Narrative: 

Mountain  range  which" 

are  lower  in  elevation  and    less  dramatic  than  the  bulk  of  the  El kheacT  Range. 

uniform  topography  is  similar  to  the  surrounding  foothills. 


The 


with  the  greatest 


forested  areas  nf  aspen  and  snrnre, 


distinction  being  in  the  appearance  of  open 

This  vegetation  occurs  on  distinct  bands  which  are  related  to  changes  in  elevation. 


In  places  where  slope  orientation  becomes  a  factor,  aspen  and  conifers  are  inter- 
mixed in  a  random  pattern.  Vegetation  provides  contrasts  in  texture  between  open 
grassy  areas  and  forested  areas,  as  well  as  seasonal  color  variations. 


Throughout  the  site  small  ponds  and  streams  can  be  found  whirh  provide  snmp  scenic 
interest  but  are  not  a  dominant  element  within  this  landscape.  Uniform  topography 


and  a  close  proximity  to  the  more  dramatic  Elkhead  Mountains  in  thp  Routt.  National — 

Forest  are  reasons  why  this  rating  unit  is  considered  distinctive  but  similar  to 

other  within  the  region.  However  the  scenic  quality  of  the  larger  Elkhead  Mountains 


does  enhance  this  unit's  overall  visual  quality. 


Vehicular  access  over  most  of  the  site  is  limited  to  jppp  trails  and  mndifiraf inns 
within  the  area  are  minimal-  Within  this  unit  lies  Slater  Park  whirh  is  a  small — 
parkland  area  of  grass  and  sagelands  intermixed  between  groves  of  aspens — Though 


it  is  somewhat  different  in  character,  it  is  still  within  the-mountainniis  terrain, 
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Scenic  Quality 
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Final  Rating 
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Subtotal 
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A,  B,   or  C 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic -Quality  Rating  Unit  052-Columbus  Mountain 
Film:     Roll  #      2  Frame  #  1,6,7,9,13,17,20,26 


fcw&niexi    6 


Landscape  Character: 


1,11 


Date 


5/18/79 


Evaluator(s) 

LAB,  MF 

Time  of  Day 

12:00  noon 

Weather   sunny 

Isolated  Mountains 


General  Narrative: These  mountains,  located  tn  the  nnrth  of  thfl  Flkhftfld — 

range  in  the  northeastern  corner  of  the  Williams  Fork  planning  unit,  are  examples, 

oT  isolated  mountains  of  volcanic  origin,  whichhave  been  severely  weathered, 

exposing  the  underlying  types  of  volcanic  rock.  These  mountains  vary  in  size 

with  a  vertical  change  in  elevation  ranging  from  approximately  2300  down  to 
Generally  they  are  found  in 


only  HUG'. 

of  gently  rolling  hills 

enhancing  the  scenic 


more  or  less  linear  clusters  with  a 


They  play  a  ma.ior  role  within  the  surrounding  area, 
■luality  ot  the  adjacent  roTTTng  hills. - 


The  lower  slopes  are  steep  and  predominantly  "aspen  covered  with  firs  and  spruces 
coming  in  at  the  higher  elevations.  Perceivable  patterns  in  vegetation  types  is 

mostly  a  result  ot  aspect,  with  larger  concentrations  of  spruces  being  on  the 

north-tacmg  slopes.  With  the  absence  ot  major  rock  outcrops  or  water  features, 
vegetation  provides  the  only  source  ot  variations  in  color  which  is  seasonal. 


Unlike  the  Elkhead  Mountain,  these  mountains  have  a  much  closer  visual  association 
to  the  blkhead  range,  which  prevents  them  from  being  a  unique  or  scarce  feature. — 
Modifications  to  this  areaare  minimal  witn  grazing  being  limited  to  the  more 


gentle  slopes  of  the  surrounding  area. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate. Level) 
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Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C       1  i  or  Less 


0 


1-Flkhpad  range 


3-somewhat  scarce 
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Final  Rating 

A  k 


Subtotal 


■  Total. 
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A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVEN  I  ORY  FOR 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 

Williams   Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     053-Badland 
Film:     Roll  #  6 


Frame  # 


15,16 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/18/79 


Fvaluator(s)  MF>  LAB 


Time  of  Day        3:0°  P-m< 
Weather  sunny 


Badlands 


General  Narrative:    This  area  is  a  very  small  unit,  but  due  to  the  distinctiveness 
of  the  landform  and  the  contrast  to  other  landtorms  it  could  not  be  overlooked. 


The  unit  represents  a  "badland"  type  landscape  consisting  of  highly  disected  eroded, 
hills  of  white  to  light  gray  sandstone.  The  area  is  very  diverse  in  its  landform — 
and  is  wery  interesting  due  to  the  contrast  between  their  compositon  and  color  to — 
other  adjacent  landscapes.  


Vegetation  consists  of  very  sparse  pinvon  juniper  associations  whirh  fpnri  tn  hp 
situated  atop  and  below  these  sandstone  exposures.  Primarily,  lit.t.lp  vegetation 
exists  due  to  steepness  and  the  ruggedness  of  the  slopes.  . 


Water,  outside  influences,  and  modifications  arp  all  limitpd  in  eytpnt  and  havp 
little  impart  upon  £_  scenic  quality  nf  thp  arpa. 


The  principal  interest  of  the  unit,  is  the  contrast  and  diversity  this  arpa  rnntains. 
with  respect  to  other  landscapes  within  this  region. . _ 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Planning  Unit 


fr-aig 


Williams   Fork 


Scenic 'Quality  Rating  Unit       054-Serviceberry  Mtn, 


Film:     Roll   #      2 


RraraEx^x  6 


Landscape  Character: 


Frame  #  1,7.8.9.11.13.14.15. 


19,20,28 
5,6,7,12,13,14 


Date 


5/18/79 


Evaluator(s) 


LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day   3:30, p.m. 
Weather   sunny 


Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:   The  Serviceberr.y  Mountain  area  is  very  similar  to  Unit  051.  in 
that  this  vast  unit  makes  up  the  foothills  of  the  Elkhead  Mountains  to  the  south. 
As  a  series  ot  rolling  hills  the  slopes  are  moderate  and  contain  few  if  any  out- 
standing features.  These  slopes  are  round  in  form  and  relatively  smooth  in  texture- 


Vegetation  is  varied  within  the  unit,  but  is  composed  of  grasses  and  sages  which 
are  the  dominant  vegetative  type.  The  unit  is  heavily  used  for  grazing  purposes 


common  to  this  region.  As  one  gains  -elevation  scrub  oak  and  aspen  appear  in  solid 
to  spotty  groupings.  These  types  add  diversity  in  form,  color,  and  texture  to  the 
area. 


Many  streams  drain  through  the  unit,  and  as  is  the  case  of  most  streams  in  the  region 
would  be  dominant  on  a  site  specific  and  seasonal  basis. 


Views  are  generally  panoramic  to  the  higher  mountains  of  Unit  051  and  05?.  These 
views  influence  the  quality  of  the  site.  These  emphasize  the  contrast  between  this 


area  and  adjacent  units,  as  well  as  the  influence  that  elevation  plays  in  the 

vegetative  and  landform  makeup  of  the  landscape.  The  area  is  not  outstanding  in 

visual  quality  but  is  still  interesting  and  influenced  greatly  by  adjacent  landscapes, 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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Scenic  Quality 
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Class  B   12-18 
Class  C   II  or  Less 
SQRU  .  Final  Rating 

054       B 


A,  B,  or  C 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District            Craig 

Planni 

ng  Unit 
"Quality 
Roll  # 

Willi  ams 

Fork 

Scenic 
Film: 

Rating   Unit 
6 

055- 

•N. 

Willow 

Creek 

Frame  # 

8,9,1C 

,12 

Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/18/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF,  LAB 


Time  of  Day    12:00  noon 
Weather     sunny 


Broad  Valley 


General  Narrative: 


Situated  in  the  northwestern  corner  of  this  planning  unit, 


the  Willow  Creek  VaTTey  is  basically  "U"  shaped  in  nature  with  some  rolling  hills 
beyond  tne  immediate  drainage. 


These  lesser  hills  have  been  broken  and  disected  in  small  areas  creating  a  contrast 
to  the  majority  of  rounded  smooth  forms  typical  of  the  area. 


These  eroded  areas  represent  badlands  on  a  very  small  sr-alp  and  arid  tn  the  diversify, 
of  this  uniform  area. • 


Vegetation  consists  of  willows  along  the  stream  course,  and  grasses  and  sages 
beyond  the  creek's  influence.  Vegetative  cover  is  uniform  throughout  the  area 
and  lacks  any  distinctive  guality. 


Colors  are  uniform  with  the  exception  of  the  willows,  which  add  some  variety,  but  due 
to  the  limited  guantity  of  the  species  does  little  to  increase  the  srpnir.  quality^ 


Adjacent  views  are  panoramic  and  add  somewhat  to  the  visual  quality,  but  the  views 

are  generally  distant  and  have  less  of  an  impact  than  if  the  area  was  in  close 

proximity  to  adjacent  outstanding  landforms. 


I  he  major  land  use  is  grazing,  common  to  the  region.  No  intrusions  exist  in  this 
uniform  and  relatively  uninteresting  landscape.  " 


The  major  water  feature  is  Willow  Creek.  This  creek  is  not  dominant,  and  dries  up  in 

the  hotter  months. 

Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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A,   B,  or  C 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  'Quality  Rating  Unit      056-Little  Snake  River 
Film:     Roll   #      2  Frame  #     3,4,10-13,29 _ 


Rkhjob  # 


8 


1,2,3 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/18/79 


Fvaluator(s)  MF,  LAB 


Time  of  Day 

Weather  sunny 


12:30  p. 


River  Valley 


— .__.  <* 


General  Narrative:   The  Little  Snake  River  traverses  east-west  along  the  Colorado 
Wyoming  border  in  the  northern  section -of  this  planning  unit. 


Trip  river  vallpv  is  well  contained  hptwppn  small T  mnrlpratplv  slnpinn  sidewalls. 

The  vallev  floor  varies  in  wiHth  throughout,  thp  unit  and  is  dominated  hv  the  rivpr 
itself. . ____„_ — — ■ — 


Vegetation  consists  of  cottonwoods  and  willows,- sometimes  dense, with  variety—UL 
size  and  cover.  Grasslands  used  for  grazing -occupy  the  upppr  valley  floor  and 
constitute  the  major  land  use  within  this  unit. 


Colors  are  seasonal,  but  offer  rich  variety  to  the  dominant,  grassland  and  sagp  land 
areas  which  are  adjacent  to  the  river  corridor. — 


There  are  no  intrusions  in  the  area  and  consequently  the  area  appears  natural  and 

is  somewhat  distinctive  due  to  the  influence  and  scarcity  of  the  river  in  this  region... 


An  interesting  note  in  this  area  will  possibly  be  dammed  fnr  the  Savnrv  watpr  nrm'prt. 

in  the  future  which  will  create  a  reservoir  used  to  irrigate  the  arid  landscape 

beyond  the  valley. ; 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig .__ 

Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     057-Little  Buck 
Film:     Roll  I        6  Frame  #       18,19,23 


RKamax* 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/18/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF,  LAB 


Time  of  Day 


4:00  p.m. 


Weather   sunny 


Foothills  to  Mountains 


General  Narrative:   Situated  below  the  El khead  Mountains,  this  area  consists  of 

the  lesser  foothills  making  up  the  range. 


The  landtorm  element  is  fairly  diverse  with  steep  to  moderate  slopes  broken  by 
many  intermittent  stream  courses. 


This  area  contrasts  to  the  higher  mountains  primarily  due  to  the  lack  of,  and 

■  ■  i     —  i.  m        '"     '  ™  .  '   .  —■.  ■    .    "  -         I *   _ I 1    .  .._  J-  L-.    j-,   ,—  — .  — ■  r-   i-y  j—    -\  ■-»  *"J    C   ' 


different,  vegetative  associations.  This  area  is  dominated  with  grasses  and  sages 

on  all  aspects,  while  isolated  patchy  groupings  of  pinyon  juniper  associations 

are  restricted  to  drier  southern  aspects. 


Colors  are  uniform  throughout  the  unit  with  the  exception  of  the  dark  greens  of 
the  pinyon  .juniper  communities.  Views  are  panoramic  in  some  directions  and  add 
favorably  to  the  scenic  Quality  of  the  unit. 


The  more  notable  mountains  making  up  the  unit  are  Little  Buck,  Pinnacle,  and 
Cedar  Hill. . 


Modifications  are  non  existent  within  the  area  and  as  a  result  the  area  appears 
natural  and  somewhat  interesting  primarily  due  to  the  changing  landform. 


Grazing  represent  the  major  use  in  the  unit  and  has  no  impact  upon  scenic  quality? 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Date 


5/18/79 


Planning  Unit 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit       058-Big  Gulch 
Film:     Roll   $        6 Frame  #  17,20,21,22 


Rkhr)£x# 


Landscape  Character: 


32,34,35 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


Time  of  Day      3:00. p.m. 

Weather       partly  cloudy, 

windy 

Rolling  Hills 

General  Narrative:   The  rating  unit  is  1nr.af.pri  just,  north  nf  II  S.  40  and  rrajn. 

extending  from  El  knead  Creek  on  tbfi  p^f  tQ  trhp  limit';  nf  the   planning 

unit  on  the  north  and  west. — -— 


The  rating  unit  is  a  vast  expanse  of  sage  and  grass  covered  low  rolling  hills. . 


It  is  a  monotonous  landscape. 


The  low  rolling  hills  have  gentle  slopes  which 
dip  into  smal l"gu'TTies  and  intermittent  rock  bottoms.  Slopes  are  generally 
moderate.  VegetatTve  cover  -has  little  variety.  Sage  and  grasslands  provide 
a  umtorm  color  and  texture.  Dry  land  wheat  farming  is  fairly  extensive  ]___ 


throughout. """the  rating  unit,  providing  a  minimal  amount  of  patterning  and 
seasonal  color  contrasts  between  the  predominant  sage  and  grasslands  and  follow 
green-growing  or  harvested  wheat  fields.  Water  is  present  only  on  a  seasonal 
basis  in  earth  tanks  and  small  intermittently  flowing  creeks. _, 


Colors  are  muted  tones  of  grays,  tans,  light  browns  and  sage  green. 


Adjacent  scenery  .has  little  influence  except  in  the  very  eastern  portion  of 
the  rating  unit- where  a  distant  view  of  the  Elkhead  Mountains  can  be  obtained. 


The  type  of  landscape  is-  very  common  throughout  northwestern  Colorado.  Though 
it  is  monotonous,  depending  on  the  season,  the  patterns  and  contrasts  in  color 
ana  texture  provided  oy  the  influence  ot  lush,  green-growing  wheat  fields 


is  pleasing  to  the  eye. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District  Craig 

Planning  Unit      Williams  Fork 


Date  5/18/79 


Fvaluator(s)  MF,   LAB 


Scenic 'Quality  Rating  Unit     059-Fortification  Creek 

Film:     Roll  #         6 . .        Time  of  Day_ 


3:30  p.m. 


Frame  #   24,31 


Weather    sunny 


Landscape  Character: 


River  Valley 


This  rating  unit  located  north  of  Craig,  is  comprised  of  the 


General  Narrative: 

major  portion  of  Fortification  Creek  and  its  vloodplain. 


The  creek  runs  north/ 


south  and  characteristically  alternates  from  a  wide  shallow  channel  with  broad 
meanders,  to  areas  where  the  channel  is  deep  and  narrow  with  steeply  cut  banks. 


The  floodplain,  however  is  not  affected  bv  the  various  types  of  channels  and 


remains  roughly  the  same  width  with  mostly  sage  and  grasses  as  the  major  species. — 

Isolated  clusters  of  cottonwoods  and  shrub  willows  occur  with  increasing  regularity 

towards  the  mouth  of  the  creek  where  it  joins  the  Yampa  River. _ 


Water  and  fertile  tloodplam  soils  provide  good  grazing  which  is  the  area's  major 
land  use. — I  he  lower  portion  of  this  unit  near  uraig  has  considerable  residential 


development,  but  it  is  widespread  enough  not  to  detract  from  the  overall  visual 
quality  of  the  valley. 


Located  at  the  confluence 
White 


is  the  Ralph 


of  Beaver  Creek  and   Fortification  Creek. 
Lake,  a  reservoir  which  is  small   and  limited_to  a  few  wetland  shrub  species, 


rtlllLC      LCINC  ,       a      I^J^IY^ii        hiiiv-ii        •  ~>       -v...~  .    ■ ■__■■  — — — = ;  ,  .. 

This  lake's  size  and  lack  of  vegetation  prevent  it  from  greatly  enhancing  overall 
scenic  guality. ; 


Fortification  Creek  is  subject  to  extreme  seasonal  variations,  which  along  with 
its  moderate  amount  of  texture,  color  and  vegetation  prevent  this  rating  unit 


from  having  a  nigh  scenic  value. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


High 


Medium 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 
Subtotal 


Low 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


1-floodplain 


2-limited 


3-reservoir  &  stream 


2-minimal 


2-minimal 


1-typical 


0 


-4 


2-none 


.=  Total 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  1  1  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rating 

059  B 


_13_ 


A,   B,   or  C 


<r- 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Date 


5/18/79 


Planning   Unit 


Williams   Fork 


Scenic  'Quality  Rating   Unit      060-Cedar  Mountain 
Film:     Roll   f  6 

Frame  #  33,35,36,37 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)    LAB,  MF 

Time  of  Day    4:0°  P-m- 
Weather    sunny 


Isolated  Mountain 


General  Narrative:   Cedar  Mountain  is  situated  among  gently  rolling  grassland 
hills  to  the  northwest  of  the  town  of  Craig.  It  is  an  isolated  mountain  of 
volcanic  origin  which  has  severely  weathered  leaving  steep  slopes  which  rise 
sharply  to  a  relatively  broad,  flat  summit.  Although  some  exposed  rock  is  ~ 


visible,-  its  impact  on  the  mountains  overall  appearance  is  minimal. 


Vegetation  is  predominantly  similar  to  the  sagebrush  and  grasslands  of  the 
"adjacent  rolling  hills,  with  the  exception  of  the  more  exposed  souFh-facing 
Tlopes  where  junipers  have  established  themselves.  The  twisted  and  gnarled 


trunks  of  these  trees  provide  textures  and  colors  that  the  grasslands  and 
sagebrush  association  lack. __ 


The  dramatic  landform  of  this  feature  is  a  dominant  visual  element  within  its 


adjacent  homogeneous  surroundings.  Although  only  7500'  in  elevation,  the 
sharp  vertical  side  slopes  provide  a  contrast  with  the  adjacent  scenery.- 


Other  than  its  dramatic  landform,  Cedar  Mountain  has  little  scenic  value.  Color 
and  water  are  of  minimal  importance.  However,  its  geologic  nature  and  its 
dominance  in  the  landscape  make  it  a  relatively  unique  feature.  This  area  is 


relatively  tree  of  modifications  with  the  exception  of  a  large  radio  tower 


located  on  the  summit. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

Tj 

Landform 

5 

3 

i 

4-steep  slopes 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

2-few  species 

3 

Water 

5 

3 

0 

0-none 

A 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

2-minimal 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

2-minimal 

6 

Scarcity 

6, 

2 

I 

3-uniaue  to  area 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

- 

0 

-4 

1-radio  tower 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 
Ciass  B 
Class  C 


19-33 
12-18 
I  1  or  Less 


SQRU 

060 


Subtotal 


Total 


15 


A,  B,  or  C 


Final  Rating 

B   


CEN1C  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Craig 


Date 


5/18/79 


Planning  Unit 


Will iams • Fork 


Scenic 'Quality  Rating  Unit  061-Elkhead  Reservoir 

Film:  Roll  #     6 

Frame  1  25-30 

Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s) 

MF, 

LAB 

Time  of  Day        3:3Q 

p.m. 

Weather           sunny 

Ridges  &  Narrow  Vail 

ey, 

Reservoir 

General  Narrative:    Lying- north  of  Route  40  in  between  Hayden  and  Craig,  this 
unit  is  made  up  ot  a  series  of  parallel  ridges  and  valleys.  Rounded  in  formT 


there  are  no  dramatic  sideslopes  within  the  unit.  A  series  of  gulches  drain 


the  unit  toward  Elkhead  Creek  which  lies  at  the  bottom  of  these  drainages. 


Meandering  in  nature,  the  Elkhead  contains  a  variety  of  vegetative  species  including 
cottonwoods  and  willows  and  other  aquatic  species,  all  of  which  are  scattered 
throughout  tne  river  corridor.    !        !  "" 


The  creek  in  the  southern  segment  of  the  unit  has  been  dammed  to  create  the 
Elkhead  Reservoir  which  is  nearly  two  miles  long  and  is  quite  narrow.  This 
reservoir  is  used  by  residents  around  the  region  and  is  visually  part  of  the 
entire  unit,  rather  than  an  isolated  rating  area. 


Vegetation  on  the  rounded  slopes  and  lands  adjacent  to  the  reservoir  consists  of 
grasses  and  sages,  characteristic  of  the  whole  immediate  region  around  Craig  and 


Hayden. 


Colors  are  general ly  muted  on  the  upland  areas,  while  seasonal  golds,  greens, 
and  blues  ot  reservoir  are  located  in  the  main  valley  floor. 


Though  no  major  intrusions  exist,  the  reservoir  has  changed  the  natural  rharart.pr — 
of  the  river  valley.  Because  the  reservoir  is  relatively  new,  only  certain  grasses 


and  some  cattails  have  been  able  to  establish  themselves.  In  future  years  when 


the  new  ecosystem  is  well  established  cottonwoods  and  willows  will  be  able  to 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


(OVER) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


High 


Medium 


0 


Low 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


2-rolling 


2-scattered 


4-dominant-reservoir 


3-seasonal 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 
12-18 
1  I  or  Less 


1-lit'tle 


2-distinctive  somewhat 


2-none 


SQRU 

061 


Subtotal 


=    lotai 


JS- 


Final  Rating 


/|\ 


"£T~57 


or 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit     062-Sand  Spring 

Film:     Roll  €  7 

Frame  #         ± . 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/19/79 


Evaluator(s) 


LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day_ 
Weather___£unny 

Basin 


11:00  a.m. 


General  Narrative:     The  Sand  Spring  unit,  located  along  Highway  40  between 


Craig  and  Lay,  consists  of  relatively  flat  to  undulating  terrain. — Character- 
istically, this  site  is  very  similar  to  the  surrounding  rolling  hills  which 
make  up  a  large  part  of  the  western  portion  of  Williams  Fork.  


The  distinction  between  these  basins  and  the  adjacaejrLjr^a_Ji&&-iD-tli£ 


decrease  in  slope,  creating  a  more  open  and  expansive  appearance,  _y£g£iaiiPiU- 


which  is  mostly  sages  and  grasses.-  as  well  as  other  components ^sjidl-&s__c^M^. 
texture,  water  provide  minimal  visual  relief.  In  homogeneous  landscapes  such 
as  this,  the  sky  becomes  an  important  visual  element  providing  the  only  form 
of  variation  or  contrast.  ~~~~~~~~ZZZZZ__ 


Cultural  modifications  have  minimal  effect  with  gracing  hpinn  the  major  land  u: 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


High 


Water 


Color 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


0 


0 


0 


.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1-flat 


1 -minimal 


0-none 


1-minima! 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C      I !  or  Less 


0-norie 


1-common 


2-none 


SQRU 

062 


Subtotal 


Total 


A,   B,   or  C 


Final  Rating 

■4' 

c 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FO 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Williams   Fork 


Scenic  "Quality  Rating  Unit    063-Lay  Creek 
Film:     Roll  #  7_ 


Frame  #        2,3,4,9 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/19/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF.  LAB 


Time  of  Day_ 
Weather 


10:00  a.m. 


sunny 


River  Valley 


General  Narrative:   Lay  Creek  is  situated  northwest  of  the  community  of  Lav,  and 

is  made  up  of  a  narrow  valley  containing  Lay  Creek,  a  small  intermittent  creek 

which  flows  only  during  heavy  spring  runoff  periods. _ 


Ihe  valley  floor  is  very   flat  and  contains  many  of  the  same  landscape  elements 
found  within  this  region. . 


It  was  broken  out  of  Unit  058  because  it  is  one  of  the  major  drainages  and  though 


it  contains  similar  elements,  it  is  bigger  in  scale  than  all  the  drainages  within 

the  rolling  hills  landscape  to  the  north. . 


Vegetation  consists  of  the  typical  sages  and  grasses,  with  some  minor  stands  of 
willows  and  very  few  cottonwoods  (6-7)  which  indicate  the  lack  of  water  within 
the  valley  bottom.  . 


The  creek  itself  is  highly  dissected  and  has  np*r  vertical  sidewalls  5-10  feet 
in  height. : — ■ 


Views  are  totally  contained  within  the  unit.  The  adjacent  rnrk  outcrops  of  Unit 
064  provide  the  only  break  to  the  monotonous  views  which  add  to  the  unit's  scenic.. 
quality. 


The  major  land  use  within  the  valley  is  grazing,  typical  of  the  whole  surrounding 
region.   No  intrusions  exist  in  this  relatively  common  and  uninteresting  land- 


scape. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate. Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

I 

Londform 

5 

3 

I 

1 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

1 

3 

Water 

5 

3 

0 

1 

V 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

1 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

2-cliffs.   ad.i.   s 

6 

Scarcity 

_ 

2 

1 

1 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

2 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A      19-33 
Class  B       12-18 
Class  C       1  1  or  Less 
SQRU      .  Final  Ratir 

C 


063 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


_> 


A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


Craig 


Williams   Fork 


District 

Planning  Unit 

Scenic  "Quality  Rating  Unit_i54-SugaHoal_Peak 

Film:     Roll  f         7 


Frame  # 5.6.7,8 

Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/19/79_ 


Evaluator(s)____JF^LAB  _ 


Time  of  Day_ 


11:00  a. 


Weather^^sjJnny^jvanrL 
Ridges  &  NarrjaMJ^lle^S- 


rpnpMl   Narrative:  This^rea_js__situjd^ejLil^^ 

GWilTi2msN™c^^ 

lesser  rol  li"ng  hi  I  is. 


hmkpn.  creaTi^XflDiatLJio^^ 

areas. 


,^,(i„,  aKn  differs  W75r£fflnjTni  landscapeTjiUtaLail^m-tmilal^ 


S  5  p.nn,,mf-15i5hrt-trt5iT"st.  and  ac^en^ghljI^Z^^^^^ 

relief. I ■ "         "     "  "~_~_ — — 


elements  which  make  nn  the  unit. — , 


^difiiitiiKOo^oE^iii^^ 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  _I9i33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  1  I  or  les; 

SQRU  Final  Rot 


064 


/N 


Subtotal 


A,    B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


aft 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit  Williams  Fork/Nipple  Rim 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit065  -  Mud  Spring, 
Film:  Roll  #  1 Frame  f  10.11 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/18/79 


Evaluator(s)   LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day   11:00  a.m. 
VJpather   sunny 


Gently  Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:   The  Mud  Spring  Rating  Unit  consists  of  very  gently  rolling 

hills  and  is  situated  to  the  east  of  the  Little  Snake  Rivgr  along  thp  hnrripr 
— between  the  Williams  Fork  and  Nipple  Rim  Planning  Units.  The  surroundi: 


region  is  predominately  sage  and  grass  covered  rolling  hills  with  little_ 
variation  in  its  visual  components.  As  a  result  of  this,  subtle  changes  in. 
anv  physical  features  become  very  obvious  and  affect  the  delineation  of 
different  units,  as  is  the  case  with  Mud  Spring.  All  of  the  elements  which 


compTtsg  -lis  scenic  guality  are  similar  to  adjacent  arpas  except,  for  one. 
landform.  Slopes  are  gentler  and  not  as  dramatic,  resulting  in  undulating 
hills  and  broader  more  expansive  valleys  .between  them. . 


Most  of  the  area  has  limited  vehicular  accpss  and  is  nevoid  of  cultural 


modifications  with  extensive  areas  being  uspri  fnr  grazing, 


As  in  other  arpas  of  si^h  a  hnmnopnpons  naturp  having  littlo  nr  nn  V^tiral 

relief,  the  horizon  and  sky  play  an  important  role  in  providing  the  only 

"source  ot  variations  or  contrasts  within  the  unit. . . 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


High 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


-3 


0 


_0_ 
I 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 

?_npPt1v  rolling 


1-minimal 


0-none 


0 


•A 


1-minimal 


3-morierate 


1- typical 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  I  1  or  L 

SQRU  Final  F 


2-none 


_Qfi5 


r 


Subtotal 


=  Totol.    10 


A,   B,   or  C 


/N 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Nipple  Rim /Will  jams   Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     066-Godiva  Rim 
Film:     Roll   #  7  Frame  #      11 


14 


Landscape  Character: 


7,8 


Date   5/19/79 


rvaluator(s)   MF,  LAB 


Time  of  Day   4:15.  p.m. 

Weather___sujiny__ 

Ridge     


General  Narrative: 


Godiva  Rim  rises  out  of  the  rolling  hills  environment 
west  of  Craig  an  average  of  800  feet.  This  ridae  is  a  very  linear  ridflfi- 
which  is  oriented  in  a  northeast  to  southwest  orientation. — Jhis  ridge  IS 


very  distinctive  due  to  the  contrast  it  has  from  other  ad.iacent  landforms, 


A  variety  of  r.olors  and  shadows  are  present  due  tn  its  divprsp  Iflnrifnrm. 

—J ■ ■  —       — -  ;     '  ,  _t xl.j       -tw^A       t  f       rs-P+QFH      WQVT- T  f*; 


n       VQI     ICLY       Ul         ^IV    ~>       u"u       ^imwwn^ Wl     W p  I    -mw  i.w. — — — -_  - 

and  geologic  makeup.  The  ridge  drops  very  aMuglLY-_and_  i  s  often  vertl£a_L 
Due  to  theslTrelief,  vegetation  is  1  imited.  Some  juniper  and  pin.yons_are. 


scattered~and"  i sol ated  throughout  the  ridge  primarily  on_the  lower  less, 
dramatic  slopes" . 


Water  features  are  non-existent  in  this  landscape,  though  water  and  wind 
have  carved  this  landscape  to  create  the  diversity  of  landTorms. 


Mod 


ifications  are  non  existent.  Within  the  unit  and  as  a  result  the  area 


appears  untouched.  ThTiroded,  disected  character  of  this  ridge  in  combination 

with  the  drastic  contrast  that  results  trom  the  difference  of  adjacent' land- 


scapes  ma 


kes  this  area -a  distinctive  landtorm  within  the  immediate  area. 


This  landform  breaks  up  the  monotonous  eastern  landscape  and  acts  as  a. 


focal  point  for  those  who  travel  throughout  the  eastern  rolling  hills. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


High 


Color 


1     5 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


-3 


Low 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


0 


0 


21 


0 


-4 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-3? 

Class  B  1U8 

Class  C  1  8  or  L 

SQRU  Final  R 

Q£5 E_ 


Subtota! 


=  Total. 


17 


/N 


A,  B,  or  t 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


I.     Name  or  Type  of  Cultural  Modification      Transmission  Line  #1 


2.     Legal  Description  and/or  U.   T.   M.  Coordinates. 


3.     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Dalai 


1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

1 

Q 

Q 

7 

k 

5  ■ 

5 

5 

6 

7 

8 

3 

0 

0 

1  ■ 

L 

M 

M 

1.  District 

2.  Planning  Unit 
3.''  Scenic  Quality 

.     Rating  Unit 
k>     Type    . 
5.     Number 


d,     Fealure  Contrast 
Score 

7.  Potential  for 

Rehabilitation 

8.  Potential  for 

Success 


FILM:   Roll   t     1 


Frame   0       19 


Time  of  day       9 :  30       Weather    Sunny 


Kvaluator     MF 


w 


land  and/or  water 

2  -     vegelatlon 

3  -     structure 


Feature  Contrast  Score 

(6)  L    -     Indicates  the  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attract  attention. 

M    -     The  conlrast  begins  to.  dominate. 

H    -     Demand  attention,  will  not  be  overlooked. 

Rehabilitation  Potential 
I7J 


E 


modification 
elimination 


Potential  for  Success 

T§J    H    -     Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 
M   -     Difficult  lo  accurately  evaluate  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
conlrast. 
L     -     Probability  Is  low  that  a  change  will  be 

mode,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


k.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cultural  modification  enhances  or  detracts  from  scenJc  quality 
a  Is  reflected  In  Its  rating  In  key  factor  chart  (Illustration  k).Jhh  ^°9Pen  ™h  Transmission   < 
^.Llne  is  not  a  dominant  feature  in  the  area  when  compared  to  the  total   rating  unit. 
{At  times   it  could  become  a  dominant  element  due  to  the  main  roadways  jn  which  it 
is  adjacent  to  some  minor  planting  could  reduce  its   impact  somewhat. 


FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


I,     Name  or  Type  of  Cultural  Modification 


Steamboat  II  Residential' Development 


2.     Legal  Description  and/or  U.   T.   M.  Coordinates. 


3.     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Datai 


1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

T 

0 

2 

2 

k 

5 

5 

5 

6 

7 

8 

3 

0 

0 

2  ' 

H 

M 

L 

1,  District 

2.  Planning  Unit 
3.''  Scenic  Quality 

,     Rating  Unit 
$i     Type    . 
5.     Number 


FILMs   Roll   S 
Time   of   day 


6.  Feature  Contrast 

Score 

7.  Potential  for 

Rehabilitation 

8.  Potential  for 

Success 


Frame  £. 4_ 

„  Weather, Sunny 


Evaluator     MF 


fffi 

2 

3 


land  and/or  water 

vegetation 

structure 


Feature  Contrast  5core  '  • 

( STT    -     Indicates  tho  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attract  attention. 
M    -     The  contrast  begins  to.  dominate, 
H    -     Demand  attention,  will  not  be  overlooked. 

Rehabilitation  Potential 

i?rr 


modification 
elimination 


Potential  for  Success 

l[§)    H    -     Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 
M   -     Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 
but  chonces  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast, 
L    -     Probability  is  low  that  a  change  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


(U 


E 
tfe 


ffcct  on  5cenlc  Quality  (Describe  how  cultural  modification  enhances  or  detracts  from  scenic  qua 
s  Is  reflected  h  Its  rating  In  key  facjorxhart  (Illustration  '').     The  steamP°at   n   Resident  la 

Jvelobffient  Ts  an  exfensifJn  oT  the  Steamboat  Springs   Development.     Typical   of  < 


ly 


s.ubd3,y.isian,.„the  land  disturbance  u  fairly  e^r&Ly^...gjJ;Ueum]iU^^ 

mitigate  these  impacts  other  than  vegetative  and  landform  screening  to  reduce 

the  visual  impact,. .from  Route  40, 


AN  I?  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


c 


Name  or  Type  of  Cultural  Modification      Sun     Coal    Operations 


2.     Legal  Description  and/or  U.   T.   M.   Coordinates. 


3.     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Datat 


1 

i 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

! 

n 

? 

4 

k       5 

5 

5       <S 

7 

8 

IT 

0 

0 

3   |    H 

M 

L 

1.  District 

2,  Planning  Unit 
3. 'Scenic  Quality 

.     Rating  Unit 
<»*     Type    . 
5.     Number 


FILM:    Roll   § 


3 
5 


6.  Fealure  Contrast 

Score 

7.  Potential  for 

Rehabilitation 

8.  Potential  for 

Success 


13,14 
Frame   S.     1  .2 


Time  of  day3;QQPM       Weather    Sunny 


Evaluator     MF,    LAB 


w 


-     land  and/or  water 

2  -     vegetation 

3  -    structure 


Feature  Contrast  Score  '  : 

T2TX    -     Indicates  the  contrast  con  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attract  atlenllon. 

M    -     The  conlrost  begins  to.  dominate . 

H    -     Demand  attention,  will  not  be  overlooked. 

Rehabilitation  Potential 
T?J    M   -     modification 
E    -     elimination 


Potential  for  Success 

"Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 


mrrnr 

M  - 


factorlly  reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 

Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 

but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 

contrast. 

Probability  Is  low  that  a  change  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 

low  contrast. 


*t.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cultural  modification  enhances  or  detracts  from  scenic  quality 
as  Is  reflected  In  Its  rotlng  In  key  factor  chart  (Illustration  fr)..Thfi  Sun  Until   mining  nPfirflt.innS.are 
uite  extensive  within  this  unit,  and  dominate  the  visual   experiences.     With  Tipples 

..ii, .,  i     ,.,.y— a,—  .(■...  .1.    i   ...  ,   i     ,  i    ,      i  ■   i  i  ill"-'    ■■■■  ■  i  r  '    i '  '   .      '  i1  'i  i1  i  i     <     I  ■■■,-   . 


Railroad  Track,  substations,  and  buildings,  this  opj^aJLl^^         _Litt1e  could 

be  done  to  reduce  the  impacts  other  than  extensive  landform  and  vegetative  manipulations 


next  to  Route  40.  This  however  would  screen  the  one  very  positive  visual  experience 
of  the  Yamna  River  and  venetativp  patterns  alnnrj  its  hank * 

FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


I.     Nome  or  Type  of  Cultural  ModlHcotion     Hayden  Power  Plant  &  Transmission   Lines   #4 


2.     Legal  Description  ond/or  U.   T.   M.  Coordinates. 


3.     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Datai 


3        3 


0 

2 

1 

k 

5 

5 

5 

I 

7 

8 

3 

0 

0 

4  ' 

H 

M 

I 

1. 

District 

6. 

Feature  Contrast 

2. 

Planning  Unit 

Score 

3.' 

Scenic  Quality 

7. 

Potential  for 

.     Rating  Unit 

Rehabilitation 

k> 

Type    . 

8. 

Potential  for 

5. 

Number 

Success 

FILM!    Roll   I 
Time  of   dayjji_ 


Frame  JLllJj5J7 
Weather        4 


Evaluator  MF 


Jkl   I     -     land  and/or  water 

2  -     vegetation 

3  -    structure 

Feature  Contrast  Score 

TSTT    -     Indicates  Ihc  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attract  attention, 
M    -     The  contrast  begins  to,  dominate, 
H    -     Demand  attention,  will  not  be  overlooked, 

Rehabilitation  Potential 

m 


~W 
E    - 


modification 
elimination 


Potential  for  Success 


TT 
M  - 

L    - 


Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 
Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast. 

Probability  Is  low  that  a  change  will  be 
made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


k.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cultural  modification  enhances  or  detracts  from  .scenic  quality 
■MjAf&lWM  'P  Jt?  rating.  In  key  factor  chart  (II  Lustra  I  Ion  fr,,.     The  Hayden   Power  pTant^afld^tfle 
Transffllgjrion  lines  e^endThg  in  every  direction  out  from  this  plant  are^domTnant 

features  in  the  unit. 


..LU.tk.GQuld,   be  Clone  tQ  reduce  the  visual    imparts.      Rehabilitation 
WQU'd    be   UDf,eaS.nb.lfi....  The   Plant    is   massive   and   the  Transmission   I  imp.;    .rP   a   ma7p   pf 
tflWer§.-g|   different -tyPRS. l-ittle    rnillrl    he,  done    tn    TPHnrP    thfi    -impute    primarily     . 

dye,  tQ-the   low  Profile  ..of  .the  vegetative  tvpe._charar.teri  stir  nf  tEZIS.    HSJorm  (over) 


FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 

JRE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


I.     Name  or  Type  of  Cultural  Modification       Coal    Mine   #5 


2.      Legal   Description  and/or  U.   T.   M.   Coordinates. 


3,     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Datai 


1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

0 

2 

0 

k' 

5       5       5 

6 

7 

B 

1 

0 

o|     5 

L 

M 

H 

t.     District 
2.     Planning  Unit 
3.''  Scenic  Quality 
.     Rating  Unit 
<t.     Type 
5.     Number 


FILM:   Roll   I 
Time  of   day 


-1 


(,,     Fealure  Contrast 
Score 

7.  Potential  for 

Rehabilitation 

8.  Potential  for 

Success 


Frame  0_.  22 
m  Weather,  SunnV 


Evaluator   MF 


ftPi 


land  and/or  water 

2  -     vegetation 

3  -     structure 

Feature  Contrast  Score 

(6)  11    -     Indicates  the  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attract  at  lent  Ion  • 

M   -     The  contrast  begins  to. dominate. 

H    -     Demand  attention,  will  not  be  overlooked. 

Rehabilitation  Potential 

T7J 


"M" 

E 


modification 
elimination 


Potential  for  Success 

FT 


® 


Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 

M   -     Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast. 

L     -     Probablllly  Is  low  that  a  change  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


k.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cullura 
as  Is  reflected  In  Its  rating  In  key  factor  chart 
extensive  as  other  operations,   and  du 


I  modification  enhances  or  detracts  from  scenic  quality 

usiration<i)..  This  coal  mine  operation  is  not  so 

to  its  location  and  visual  access,  does  npt 


have  a  major  impact  upon  scenic  quality,,  To  reduce  the  impact  of  present  explorati on 

before  they  are  required  to  rehabilitate  the  area>  landform  screening immediately 

adjacent  to  the  Roadway  would  help  reduce  its- impart. 

FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


I.     Name  or  Type  of  Cultural  MndlflmHnn    Energy  Fuels   Coal   Operations  ' 


2.     Legal  Description  and/or  U.   T.   M.  Coordinates, 


3»     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Datat 


1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

0 

1 

8 

k 

5 

5 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1.3 

0 

0 

6' 

H 

M 

L 

1.  District 

2.  Planning  Unit 
2.'-  Scenic  Quality 

,     Rating  Unit  , 
<U     Type    . 
S.     Number 


6.  Feature  Contrast 

Score 

7.  Potential  for 

Rehabilitation 

8.  Potential  for 

Success 


FILM:   Roll   {     3 
Time  of  day 


.  Frame  127-3JL, 


Evaluator      [^|p 


2 

3 


land  and/or  wafer 

vegetation 

structure 


Feature  Contrast  Score 

{ & J  X    ~     Indicates  the  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attract  attention, 

M    -     The  contrast  begins  to.  dominate. 

H    -     Demand  attention,   will  not  be  overlooked. 

Rehabilitation  Potential 
I7F~M   -     modification 
E    -     elimination 

Potential  for  Success 

T§J    H    -"  Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 
M   -     Difficult  to  occurately  evaluate  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast. 
L     -     Probability  Is  low  that  a  change  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


k. 


Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cultural  modification  enhances  or  detracts,  from  scenic  quality, 
as  Is  reflected  In  Its  rating  in  key  factor  chart  (Illustration  >,)     "Re  Energy  Fuels  'Mining  Tjferatton 

is  an  e^f.msiy.e.s.tLJB .mine-that  totally  dnmlnaias-lhfi  landscapf;.   ifcD^ijai&taiiss , 

mUM&XL  AncL^ehic]£S-flr.fi..tvnir.aL..tfi  the  operation.     Prpspnt  mininci.iirtivit^ps, 

JiaY.e„„seyerely  altered,  the  landscape  and  are  visual  focal -[mints. Ihauali  the  a^a 

.is„j^treffiej,y_inmct^  the  laruMs  heina  done  progressively  as  the, 

.fitaJLlS  hainn...£xfjca.c.tejl.imd  the  mine  advanrps   into  aHjarpnt  areai       Vepptatiyft,  Xaver) 


IELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATI 

AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


I 


I.     Name  or  Type  of  Cultural   Modification      PM  Edna  M1nes 


2.     Legal  Description  and/or  U.   T.   M.   Coordinates. 


3.     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Datat 


1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

1 

0 

1 

7 

k 

5       5 

5 

6 

7 

8 

3 

0 

0 

7- 

H 

M 

L 

1 

1.  District 

2.  Planning  Unit 
3.'-  5cenlc  Quality 

.     Rating  Unit  ,. 
<*.     Type 
5.     Number 


6.  Fealure  Contrast 

Score 

7.  Potential  for 

Rehabilitation 

8.  Potential   for 

Success 


FILM:  Roll  S^Ji_ 
Time  of  day 


Frame   J  35 


Weather^SiumY. 


Evaluator      MF 


m 

2 

3 


land  and/or  water 

vegetation 

structure 


Feature  Contrast  Score  '  ; 

(6)  L    -     Indicates  the  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attract  allentloni 

M    -     The  contrast  begins  to.  dominate. 

H    -     Demand  attention,  will  not  be  overlooked. 

Rehabilitation  Potential 
17)    M   -     modification 
E    -     elimination 

Potential  for  Success 

T8J    H    -     Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 
M   -     Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast. 
L     -     Probablllly  Is  low  that  a  change  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


k.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cultural  modification  enhances  oc  detracts  from  scenic  quality       . 
as  Is  reflected  In  Its  rating  In  key  factor  chart  (Illustration  /Q.This   building  and  extensions  of  thi; 
facility  in  combination  with  the  adjoining  railroad  tracks  is  a  dominant  element  in 
the  car)VQn.  due  to  its  size  and  color.     It  can  not  be  overlooked  when  traveling  "on 
itollt.fi  131. One  measure  to  reduce  its  impact  would  be  to  paint  the  structures  more 


of  an  earth  tone.     Though  this  would  help  somewhat, 
.fl„dQrm'nant  feature  in  the  unit. 


this  complex  would  still   be 


FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


I.     Name  or  Type  of   Cullural  Modlllcolion      Power  Substation 


2.     Legal  Description  ond/or  U.   T.   M.   Coordinates. 


3.     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Datat 


•I         12       2       2 


J_ 

0 

1 

7 

h 

5  ■ 

5       5 

6 

7 

8 

1    3 

0 

0  |   8  ■ 

L 

M 

H    1 

1.  District 

2.  Planning  Unit 
3i*   Scenic  Quality 

,     Rating  Unit  . 
A.     Type 
5.     Number 


6.  Feature  Contrast 

Score 

7.  Potential  for 

Rehabilitation 

8.  Potential   for 

Success 


FILM:    Roll   I? 
Time  of  day 


Frame    Q 


.26 


Weather 


Evaluator 


MF 


land  and/or  water 

2  -    vegetation 

3  -    structure 


Feature  Contrast  Score  '  • 

(&)  L    -     Indicates  the  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attract  attention. 
M    -     The  contrast  begins  to.  dominate, 
H    -     Demand  attention,  will  not  be  overlooked. 

Rehabilitation  Potential 
I7j    M   -     modification 
E    -     elimination 

Potential  for  Success 

l8T~H~^     Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 
M   -     Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 
but  chonces  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast. 
L     -     Probability  Is  tow  that  a  change  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


*t.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cultural  modification  enhances  pr  detracts  /rom. scenic  Quplljv      , , 
as  Is  reflected  in  Its  rating  In  key  factor  chart  (Illustration  /Q.jhis   substation   is   srtuatecTKelSw  the 
western  sidewal  i    to  this  canyon.     This  could  be  modified  to  reduce  its   impact  through 


the  pVanTTwTof" vegetation  "to" screen  it  from  the  Route  T3l ,the  major  travel   roufe. 
Though  it  is  not  dominant  by  itself,   in  combination  with  the  other  intrusions   in  the 
area   it  tends   to  be.  .just  one.. more  of  many  visual    intrusive  features, __^«»_ 


M 


1ELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
•     AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  S 


Nome  or  Type  of  Cultural  Modification  Gravel    Pits-Maintainance  Building 


2.     Legal  Description  and/or  U.   T.   M.   Coordinates. 


3,     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Data! 


1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

0 

2 

5 

k 

5       5 

5 

6 

7 

8 

1,3 

0 

0 

9  ' 

M 

M 

L 

1. 

District 

6. 

Feature  Contrast 

2. 

Planning  Unit 

Score 

3.' 

Scenic  Quality 

7. 

Potential   for 

,     Rating  Unit     . 

Rehabilitation 

k. 

Type    . 

8, 

Potential   for 

5. 

Number 

Success 

FILM:   Roll   {_   5 
Time  of  day 


Frame   J._  5  >  6 
m  Weather  SUnnY 


Evaluator     MF 


Ix 


iff 


-     land  and/or  water 

2  -     vegetation 

3  -    structure 


Feature  Contrast  Score 

(&)  L    -     Indicates  the  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not  ol tract  attention, 
M    -     The  conlrost  begins  to.  dominate, 
H    -     Demand  attention,  will  not  bo  overlooked. 

Rehabilitation  Potential 
modification 


17J 


e  - 


elimination 


Potential  for  Success 

TgJ    H    -     Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 
M   -     Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrasl. 
L    -     Probability  Is  low  that  a  change  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  1o  meet 
low  contrast. 


k.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cullura 
as  Is  refleclcd  In  Its  rating  In  key  factor  chart  ... 
buildings  have  a  site  specific  dominance  due  to  the   landscape  character  type. 


modification  enhances  or  detracts  from  scenic  auallly 

iiustration  <o..The  grays!  extractions  and,  maintenance 


These  are  somewhat  substantial  i  and  have  severely  altered  the  landscape.  ''Little  coil  1  d , 
or  will  be'' done  most  likely  to  reduce  the  impacts.   Directly  adjacent"  to  the  roadway , 

thev  are  focal  nnint.s  which  cannot,  he  overlooked. 


FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


I.     Name  or  Type  of  Cultural  lAodiflcolien       Craig  Power  Plant  &  Mining  Operation,  With  Transmission 


Line  Network 


2.     Legal  Description  and/or  U.  T.   M.  Coordinates, 


3.     Unit   Resource  Analysis  III  Dalat 


1      1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

1 

0 

2 

5 

V      5  ' 

5 

5       6 

7 

8 

Li    o 

1 

oi  H 

M 

L 

1, 

District 

L 

Fealure  Contrast 

2. 

Planning  Unit 

Score 

3.' 

Scenic  Quality 

7. 

Potential   for 

Rating  Unit 

Rehabilitation 

k> 

Type    . 

8. 

Potential   for 

5. 

Number 

Success 

FILM)    Roll   0_J_  Frame   f,31-34.?7 
Time  of   day  Weather  Sunny 

'  i—         '    H"li"UT-Ti-Tri— m.  ■- - — 


Evaluntor       MF.IAR 


Type 


s? 


2 

3 


land  and/or  water 

vegetation 

structure 


Feature  Contrast  Score 

TUT™ 


M   - 
H    - 


Indicates  tha  contrast  can  be  seen, 

but  does  not  attract  attention. 

The  conlrosl  begins  la.  dominate. 

Demand  attention,   will  not  be  overlooked. 


Rehabilitation  Potentlo 

TO 


E 


modification 
elimination 


Potential  for  Success 

V$    rTTT~Falrly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  conlrojt. 
M   «     Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast. 
L    •     Probability  Is  low  tha!  a  change  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cultural  modification  ephancas  or  detracts J/am  scenic Auollly 

i       ii        j  i    u       .i      i    i     .  t     i       u    i  mi  ..i._n„  m     ne  Lraig  power  riant,  aajaceni 
as  Is  reflected  In  Its  rating  In  key  factor  chart  (Illustration  '>).»  —  ■* — « ■»  ■"•-? s— — . — » 

^mining  operations  and  extending  transmission  corridors  totally  dominate  this  segment 
"  of  this  unit."     Many  structures',  equipment,  and  vehicles  are  typical   to  the  operation. 
Present  mining  activities  have  severely  altered  the  Tandscape  and  are  visual    tocal 


11 


11 


points.     Though  the  area  is  extremely  impacted^  reclamation  of  the  land  is  being 


dnne^pr-nqressiveiy  as  ^Z2nnijIjbSim^xEaIEed-M^  the  mi nR  aBSSSSDiiS) 

LD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
ANi?  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE     < 


V 


I.      Name  or  Type  of   Cultural  Modillcalion 


Transmission  Line  &  Substation' 


2.     Legal  Description  and/or  U.  T.   M,  Coordinates. 


3.     Unit  Resource  Anal/sis   III  Dalat 


1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

1 

n 

4 

9a 

V      5  ■ 

5       5 

(, 

7 

8 

3 

0 

il  T 

M 

H 

I 

1. 

District 

L 

2. 

Planning  Unit 

3.' 

Scenic  Quality 
Rating  Unit  , 

7, 

4, 

Type    . 

0. 

5. 

Number 

Feature  Contrast 

Score 
Potential  for 

Rehabilitation 
Potential   for 

Success 


FILHi    Roll   fl.      § 
Time  of  day 


Frame   JIZ7 


Weather   q,ipny 


Evaluacor MUM. 


2 

3 


land  and/or  walar 

vegelollon 

structure 


Feature  Contrast  Score  '  ■ 

Indicates  tlio  contrast  can  be  seen, 


xrrc 

M 


but  does  not   attract  allentlon, 
The  contrast  begins  to,  dornlnote. 


H    -     Demand  attention,  will  not  be  overlooked, 
Rehabilitation  Potential 

I7J 


E    - 


modification 
elimination 


Potential  for  Success 

TJJ    H    -     Fairly  cer lain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 
M   -     Difficult  to  accurately  evaluote  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast. 
L     -     Probability  Is  low  that  a  change  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


k. 


Eflect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  culturol  modification  enhances  or  detracts  l.rom  scenic  quality 
as  Is  rellecled  In  Its  rating  In  key  factor  qhart  (Illustration  k)..    Thlj  trnnsimififiinn   1lP.fi  fljld   ^station 
located  at  the  mouth  of  Good  Spring  Creek  is  somewhat  dominant  due  to  their  location 
'acToSS  "the  jOTi  frontal   slopes  ot  the  unit.     Little  com  a  Be  done  to  reduce  the"""  ' 

impacts  because  of  the  low  visual   absorption  capability  nf  this   landscape. 


FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


I,     Name  or  Type  of  Cultural  Modification  -Caa.]   Mine 


2.     Legal  Description  and/or  U.   T.   M.  Coordinate*. 


3.     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Dalai 


1 

1 

2 

2       2 

3 

3 

3 

— 

n 

4 

9r) 

k' 

5  ■     5 

5       6" 

7 

8 

_LX 

0      1 

2'     L 

1    M 

hI   ! 

1. 

District 

6, 

Feature  Contrast 

2, 

Planning  Unit 

Score 

3.' 

Scenic  Quality 

7. 

Potential  for 

Rating  Unit 

Rehabilitation 

4, 

Type    . 

8. 

Potential  for 

5. 

Number 

Success 

FILM!    Roll   9.       12       Frame    B..9 
Time  of  day  Weather    SlinnV 


Ev»luator„MF„!,AB, 


Type 

Ttri 


land  and/or  water 

2  -    vegetation 

3  -    slructure 

Feature  Contrast  Score 

(6)  L    -     indicates  tha  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attract  attention. 

M    -     The  contrast  begins  to.  dominate. 

H    -     Demand  ot  tent  Ion,  will  not  be  overlooked. 

Rehabilitation  Potential 
T7J    M   »     modification 
E    -     elimination 


Potential  for  Success 

Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  sails- 


orrr 

M 


factor lly  reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 

Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 

but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 

contrast. 

Probability  Is  low  that  a  chonge  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 

low  contrast. 


4.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cullurol  modification  enbflacu  or  -jfelfgcls  from  icenlc.mjaHly 

i        n     .   ji    ii.  ..it»«  i-  i,.,.  i».u.  .u^.i  iiiin.trniUn  /i\      ims   coal   mine   situated  dDove  Axiai 
oj  Is  reflected  In  Its  rating  In  key  (actor  chart  (illustration  tj.«— — — ■ — — — — ~— . 

cannot  be  seen  from  the  major  travel   routes  within  the  area.     Although  on  a  site 


basis   it  has  a 

—— mmm «»  —■»  iy  —ww— mmummmmmmm 

of  activities  a 


niiloEjinpapty  as"  seen  from  the  travel  routes  the  only"  vis uaTlrTTctehce 
re  the  transmission  facilities  which  feed. the  operatiohT 


FIELD  FORM  FOR 


AMrrPPAr,mp  n^MTRiQT  qt:,irp 


r 


I.     Name  or  Type  of  Cultural  Modification     (kfljffij    Pits.   Transmission  Lines,   Railroad  Tracks 


2.     Legal  Description  and/or  U.   T.  M.  Coordinates. 


3,     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Dalai 


'     I 


1 

0 

4 

5 

k'      5  ' 

5 

5 

6" 

7 

8 

1,3 

0 

1 

3' 

H 

E 

L 

I. 

District 

6. 

2. 

Planning  Unit 

3," 

Scenic  Quality 
Rating  Unit  . 

7. 

4. 

Type    . 

8. 

5, 

Number 

Feature  Contrast 

Score 
Potential   for 

Rehabilitation 
Potential  for 

Success 


FILM!   Roll  t      5 
Time  of  day 


Frame   !      29,30 

„  Weather   Sunny 


Evaluator       MF.I.AB 


land  and/or  water 

2  -    vegetation 

3  -    slructure 


Feature  Contrail  Score  *  : 

U )  L    -     Indicates  I  ho  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not   attract  ol lenllon , 
M    -     The  contrast  begins  to.  dominate, 
H    -     Demand  attention,  will  not  bo  overlooked. 

Rehabilitation  Potential 

M~^ 


17; 


modification 
elimination 


Potential  for  Success 

I§)    H    -     Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 
M   -     Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast. 
L    -     Probability  Is  low  that  o  change  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  conlrasl. 


k.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quollly  (Describe  how  culluro!  modification  enhances  or  detracts  from  scenic .Q"^  . 
as  Is  reflected  In  Its  rating  In  key  faclor  chart  (Illustration  t,)„  This  section  of  the  Williams   rdrk 
.River  is  heavily  impacted  from  several   modifications.     These  modifications  are  dominant 
Pipmpnts  which  cannot  he  overlooked.     The  rehabilitation  Potential   is  limited  within 
the  unit.     The  onlv  potential   for  success  is  elimination  -of  these  lapd  uses,     As    , 

indicated  the  probability  .for.this  action  is  extremely  .low. 

- —         "  —  ■■"■■■ 

FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AMD  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


I.     Nome  or  Type  ol  Cullural  Modlflcollon     Radio  Towers 


2.     Legal  Description  and/or  U.   T«,   M.   Coordinate*. 


3.     Unit  Resource  Analysis   III  Dalai 


12       2       2       333 


Q 

6 

0 

k       5 

5 

5 

6 

7 

8 

3 

o 

1 

4' 

L 

M 

H 

1,  District  i. 

2.  Planning  Unit 

2.'-  Scenic  Quality  7. 

,     Rating  Unit  .. 
<i>     Type    .  8. 

5.     Number 


Feature  Contrast 

Score 
Potential  for 

Rehabilitation 
Potential  for 

Success 


FILM »    Roll   i 
Time  of   day 


Jj       Frame   1.37 


Weather     Sunny 


Evaluator 


MM& 


rtTi 


land  and/or  water 

2  -     Vegetation 

3  -    structure 


Feature  Contrast  Score  *  ; 

U)  L,    -     Indicates  Ilia  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attract  atlenllon. 
M    -     The  contrast  begins  la.  dominate, 
H    -     Demond  attention,  will  not  be  overlooked. 

Rehabilitation  Potential 


E 


modification 
elimination 


Potential  for  Success 

IS)    H    -     Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 
M   -     Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  lo  meet  low 
contrasl, 
L    -     Probability  Is  low  that  a  change  will  be 

made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


flcolion  enhancos  or  detracts  from  sceplg  quality, 

he  radio  towers  atop  Cedar  Teak  are 


Ira 


Ion  (i).. 


^.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cullural  mod 
as  Is  reflected  In  Its  rating  In  key  factor  chart  (lllusl 
,  not  dominant  elements,  nor  do  they  have  substantial    Impacts.,     Little  could  be  done 
to  reduce  these  minor  impacts  due  to  the  height  of  these  structures,, 


iELD  FORM  FOR 


M 


AM^VPPAYilRP   fMMTRL.^T  ST-HRF 


Y 


< 


I,     Nome  or  Type  of   Cultural  Modillcalion 


Automobile  Junk  Yard 


2.     Legal  Description  and/or  U.   T.   M.   Coordinates. 


3.     Unit  Resource  Analysis  111  Dalat 


1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

3 

1 

0 

3 

9 

V      5 

5 

5 

6* 

7 

8 

3 

0 

1 

5  ' 

H 

E 

L 

1. 

Dislrlct 

6. 

Fealure  Controst 

2. 

Planning  Unit 

Score 

3.-. 

Scenic  Quality 

7. 

Potential   for 

.     Rating  Unit     . 

Rehabilitation 

4. 

Type    . 

8. 

Potential   for 

5. 

Number 

Success 

FILM!    Roll   fl,         8      Frame   j       5 

Time  of  day Weather       sunny 


Evaluator      MF,   LAB 


rjrfi 


land  and/or  water 

2  -    vegetation 

3  -    slruclure 

Feature  Contrast  Score 

'{ 6 ) '  C    -     Indicates  I  ho  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attract  at  lent  Ion, 

M    «•     The  controst  begins  to.  dominate. 

H    -     Demand  attention,  will  not  be  overlooked, 

Rehabilitation  Potential 
modification 


I7J 


E    -     elimination 


Potential  for  Success 

Fairly  certain  conlrocl  can  be  satis- 


m 


M 


f ac lor II y  reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 

Dllflcull  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 

but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 

contrast. 

Probablllly  Is  low  that  a  change  will  be 

mode,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 

low  contrast. 


k. 


Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cullurol  modification  enhancos  or  detracts  from  scenic  quality 
as  Is  reflected  In  Its  rating  In  key  factor  chart  (Illustration  'i).»  —  « 

This  automobile  junkyard  located  along  the  Yampa  River  is  a  dominant  element 

in  the  unit  on "a  site  specTFic  basis.  Due  to  its  extensive 

be  done  to  reduce  its  impact.  Vegetative  planting  wou Id  h< 

1!  M       J  ■      '  ■!"■  !■'       I  ..      LL-11    l.liJ.1,.      .,,11 U'„      A~£~  llin'knrl      mnir'iil'n      +< 


•    is    hke'Ty  that    tittle  will   be  done." 
hmmation.        


.;eness,  "little  could 
planting  wou  I  l  help  somewhat,   but"***" 
I  he  b.est  measure  to  reduce  its  impact'1 

■  ■(■■■■—  .»■■«.■    —  —  N1MI.I    ■  ■■!■«  ■■111.  I.  -TJ.I     ■■■       I!"  .rt .1  Hl.-I..  ■  ■■■■■.■■       I      III    ■  I 
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FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE 


Visual  Sensitivity  -  Use  Volume 


TABLE  3 


USE  VOLUME  DATA  SUMMARY 
(Williams  Fork  Planning  Unit) 


KEY  OBSERVATION  POINT 


LOCATION 


VOLUME 


U.S.  Hwy  40 
State  Route  131 
State  Route  13(789) 
Steamboat  Ski  Area 


High 
High 
High 
High 


Elk  River  Road 

Elk  River  to  Steamboat  Lake 

Recreation  Area 

High 

Little  Snake  River  Road 

— 

High 

Cedar  Mountain  Gulch 

Craig  to  Cedar  Mountain 

High 

Williams  Fork  River  Road 

Route  13  from  Hamilton  up 

Williams  Fork  River 

Moderate  " 

*. 

Hayden  Gulch  Road 

Hayden-Williams  Fork  River 

Moderate 

Dunckley  Pass 

Williams  Fork  River  to 

Devils  Grave  Mesa 

Moderate 

Devils  Grave  Mesa 

Phippsburg  to  Yampa 

Moderate 

County  Road  27 

Hayden-Oak  Creek 

Moderate 

i 

Morrison  Creek 

Morrison  Creek 

Moderate 

Yellow  Jacket  Pass 

Route  131  to  Yellow  Jacket 
Pass  to  131 

Moderate 

Bear  River  Road 

Route  131  up  Bear  River 

Moderate 

Big  Gulch  Road 

North  Cedar  Mountain  to 

Bord  Gulch 

Moderate 

• 

Mclnturf  Road 

Route  13(789)  to  Mclnturf 

Mesa  to  Slater  Creek 

Moderate 

Cole  Gulch  Road 

Ralph  White  Lake  to  Long  Gulch 

Moderate 

Elkhead  Creek  Road 

U.S.  40  to  Bull  Hill  up 

Elkhead  Creek 

Moderate 

Morgan  Creek  Road 

U.S.  40  to  California  Park 

through  Slater  Park 

Moderate 

v 

Willow  Creek  Road 

State  Route  13(789)  to 

Little  Snake  River 

Moderate 

• 
• 
• 

WF-11 

Visual  Sensitivity  -  User  Attitudes 

Two  visual  sensitivity  workshops  were  held  in  Craig  in  the  Craig  Junior  High 
School  on  July  11  for  the  Williams  Fork  Planning  Unit.  One  meeting  was  held 
at  10:00  a.m.,  the  second  meeting  was  held  at  7:00  p.m.  for  those  who  could 
not  attend  the  morning  meeting. 

Prior  to  the  meetings,  74  letters  were  sent  out  notifying  people  of  the  work- 
shops that  would  be  held  for  the  Browns  Park/Nipple  Rim  Planning  Units,  and  for 
the  Williams  Fork  Planning  Unit.  Participants  were  invited  to  attend  the  work- 
shop which  would  be  most  appropriate  based  upon  their  particular  concerns  or 
interest.  A  few  days  before  the  meetings,  Wirth  Associates  telephoned  those 
invited  to  the  meetings  reminding  them  of  the  upcoming  workshop. 

Ten  people  in  total  showed  up  for  the  Williams  Fork  Planning  Unit  workshop. 
Six  of  those  attended  the  morning  meeting  and  four  participated  in  the  evening 
workshop.  We  requested  additional  imput  from  the  BLM  area  office  personnel  due 
to  the  lack  of  imput  desired.  In  total  14  rating  forms  were  submitted,  all  of 
which  were  considered  valid  and  used  in  the  analysis.  The  following  user  interest 
groups  represented  at  the  workshops  include:  county  planning  (4),  local  mining 
interests  (5),  agencies  (5)~all  of  which  represent  the  BLM.  A  list  of  individuals 
attending  and/or  participating  in  the  workshops  are  listed  in  Table  4. 

The  Williams  Fork  Planning  Unit  was  subdivided  into  29  rating  units.  Of  these 
29  units,  13  were  rated  high,  13  were  rated  moderate,  and  3  were  rated  low  after 
tabulation  and  analysis.  A  meeting  was  held  with  Mr.  Carroll  Levitt,  Area  Manager, 
Bob  Divine  District  Recreation  Specialist,  and  Margaret  Phillips,  Recreation 
Planner  to  aid  in  the  data  analysis. 
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Although  nearly  48  percent  of  the  rating  units  rated  high,  these  units 
account  for  approximately  20  percent  of  the  lands  within  the  planning  unit. 
There  was  a  good  consistency  in  the  responses  in  that  all  of  the  more  rugged 
and  diverse  mountainous  environments  rated  high  as  did  most  of  the  major 
river  corridors  that  are  relatively  free  from  extensive  modifications. 

Nearly  48  percent  of  the  units  were  given  a  moderate  value  which  approximates 
the  combined  acreage  of  such  lands  within  the  planning  unit.  Moderate  ratings 
occur  in  a  variety  of  landscape  settings  or  character  types.  Thse  lands  range 
from  upland  rolling  hills  or  foothills,  to  lesser  ridge  and  valley  landscapes, 
to  segments  of  major  river  corridors.  All  lands  are  commonly  found  through- 
out the  planning  unit. 

Though  only  4  percent  of  the  rating  units  rated  low,  these  lands  account  for 
nearly  35  percent  of  the  land  base  within  the  planning  unit.  Low  ratings  were 
given  to  the  following  rating  units:  #13  Big  Gulch,  #14  Hayden/Stinking  Springs, 
and  #19  Fortification  Creek.  Rating  unit  #13  is  the  largest  single  area  with- 
in the  planning  unit  and  consists  of  lowland  rolling  hills  which  are  very 
homogeneous  throughout.  Rating  Unit  #14,  similar  in  character  to  Unit  #13,  is 
extensively  modified  with  power  plants,  substations,  and  a  maze  of  transmission 
facilities.  Fortification  Creek,  Unit  #19,  lies  within  Big  Gulch  and  is  a 
lesser  drainage  when  compared  to  the  major  river  corridors  within  the  planning 
unit. 

Ratings  are  summarized  in  Table  5   and  a  set  of  complete  summary  analysis  forms 
are  located  at  the  end  of  this  section.  There  were  no  participant  narratives 
regarding  issues  or  projects  of  concern  from  both  meetings. 
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TABLE  4 


WILLIAMS  FORK,  BROWNS  PARK  AND  NIPPLE  RIM 
PERSONS  CONTACTED  AND/OR  ATTENDING  WORKSHOPS 


Mayor  Thompson 
City  of  Craig 
(did  not  attend) 

Chester  Watson 
Moffat  County  Board 

of  County  Commissioners 
(did  not  attend) 

Jim  Pamkonin 

Moffat  County  Planning  Dept. 

(did  not  attend) 

Stephen  Self 

Empire  Energy  Corporation 

(did  not  attend) 

Box  Sweeney 
Daily  Press 
(did  not  attend) 

Roy  Coulson 

Kemmerer  Coal  Company 

(did  not  attend) 

Justin  Dean  Kirk 

Union  Carbide  Corporation 

(did  not  attend) 

A.  H.  Brown 

Yampa  Valley  Electric  Asso. 

(did  not  attend) 

Donald  Louderback 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 

(did  not  attend) 

Harold  Hoffman 

Moffat  County  Parks  &  Recreation 

(did  not  attend) 

L.  H.  Weber 

Moffat  County  Road  Department 

(did  not  attend) 

P.  E.  Gingery 
Mountain  Bell 
(did  not  attend) 

Charlie  Brown 

Colorado  Division  of  Wildlife 

(participated) 

Nipple  Rim  and  Browns  Park  P.U. 


Louis  N.  Hahn 

Colorado  Division  of  Highways 

(did  not  attend) 

Colowyo  Coal  Company 
(did  not  attend) 

Bob  Diedrick 

Utah  International 

(did  not  attend) 

Gary  Meyers 
Energy  Fuels 
(did  not  attend) 

Stan  Fabian 

Mountain  Fuels  Supply 

(did  not  attend) 

Dave  Seeley 

Cattlemans  Association 
(did  not  attend) 

Brian  Watson 

Sunland  Mining  Corporation 

(did  not  attend) 

Gregory  Hoyl 
Sun  Coal  Company 
(did  not  attend) 

Dale  Payne 
Colorado  Ute 
(did  not  attend) 

Ted  Nichols 

Dinosaur  National  Monument 

(did  not  attend) 

Jim  Creasy 

Browns  Park  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

(did  not  attend) 

Mike  Roch 
City  of  Hayden 
(did  not  attend) 

Mike  Vbervaga 

City  of  Steamboat  Springs 

(did  not  attend) 


TABLE  4  (cont'd) 


State  Board  of  Land  Commissioners 
(did  not  attend) 

Sumner  Hockett 

Douglass  Baggs 

Robert  McKune 

Routt  County  Commissioners 

(did  not  attend) 

Dee  Richards 
Steamboat  Pilot 
(did  not  attend) 


Rich  Gagnebin 
City  of  Steamboat 

Recreation 
(did  not  attend) 


Parks  and 


Norton  Jacobs 

Routt  County  Cattlemans  Asso. 

(did  not  attend) 

Edith  and  Vernon  Summer 
National  Farmers  Organization/ 

Routt  County  Planning  Asso. 
(did  not  attend) 

John  Hess 

Routt  County  Planning  Office 

(participated) 

Williams  Fork  P.U. 

George  Smith 

Northwest  Colorado  Council 

of  Governments 
(did  not  attend) 

Leonard  Flanders 

Routt  County  Cattlemans  Assoc. 

(participated) 

Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park  P.U. 

Jack  Redman 

Routt  County  Wool  Growers  Asso. 

(did  not  attend) 

Steve  El  kins 

Coordinator  of  Planning  &  Construction 

L.T.V.  Recreation  Development 

(did  not  attend) 


Jim  Sackett 

Stagecoach  Ski  Corporation 

(did  not  attend) 

Seven  Lakes  Ranch 
(did  not  attend) 

Vista  Verde  Guest  Ranch 
(did  not  attend) 

Bill  Welle 

Welle  Guest  Ranch 

(did  not  attend) 

George  Zarlengo 

Elk  River  Ranch  &  Lodge 

(did  not  attend) 

Frank  Leonard 
Glen  Eden  Ranch 
(did  not  attend) 

Bill  Yeagher 

Back  Country  Guide  and  Outfitters 

(did  not  attend) 

Dan  Byford 

Dan  Byford' s  Fly  Shop 

(did  not  attend) 

Keith  and  Mary  Counts 
Adventure  Bound,  Inc. 

Raft  Expeditions 
(participated) 
Nipple  Rim  and  Browns  Park  P.U. 

Ron  Griffith 
Colorado  Adventures 
(did  not  attend) 

Tim  Hervey 

International  Aquatic  Adventures 

(did  not  attend) 


Jim  Hicks 
Colorado  Division 
(did  not  attend) 


of  Wildlife 


Bruce  Sigler 

Colorado  Division  of  Wildlife 

(did  not  attend) 
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TABLE  4  (cont'd) 


Ulrich  Salzgeber 
Ski  Town  Campground 
(did  not  attend) 


Dick  Blakley 
Mobile  Home  Park 

Campground 
(did  not  attend) 

Dr.  Glen  Poulter 
Bear  Pole  Ranch 
(did  not  attend) 

Chuck  Herri ngton 

Stephens  College 

Mansfield  Camp 

(did  not  attend) 


and 


-  Perry  - 
and  School 


Kyle  Revel le 

First  National  Bank  of  Craig 

(did  not  attend) 


Larry  Fredrick 
Moffat  County  National 
(did  not  attend) 


Bank 


Delano  Scott 

Routt  County  National  Bank 

(did  not  attend) 

Bruce  Call  ant 

United  Bank  of  Steamboat  Springs 

(did  not  attend) 


Joe  Boyd 

Yampa  Valley  State 

(did  not  attend) 


Bank 


Don  Sever 

Northwest  Colorado  Board 

Realtors 
(did  not  attend) 

Jim  Heinle 

Routt  National  Forest 

(did  not  attend) 

Jack  Weissling 

Routt  National    Forest 

(did  not  attend) 


of 


Chuck  Kershaw 

U.S.  Forest  Service 

(did  not  attend) 

Neil  Cantwell 
Trout  Unlimited 
(did  not  attend) 

Eric  Glanz 
Audubon  Society 
(did  not  attend) 

Peter  King 

Zirkel  Wilderness  Vacation 

(did  not  attend) 

Walt  Evans 

Steamboat  Springs  Winter 

Sports  Club 
(did  not  attend) 

Peg  Randolph 
Mountain  Bell 

(Rocky  Flats  Organizer) 
(did  not  attend) 

Harold  Baldwin 
Gun  Club  President 
(did  not  attend) 


Jerry  Hamm 
Tri-State  Generation 
(did  not  attend) 


&  Transmission 


Sam  Stranathan 

Upper  Colorado  Environmental 

Plant  Center 
(did  not  attend) 


John  Crain 

Office  of  Surface  Mining 

(did  not  attend) 


William  Davies 

Public  Service  Co.  of  Colorado 

(did  not  attend) 

Bruce  Bertsch 
Merrick  &  Company 
(did  not  attend) 
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TABLE  4  (cont'd) 


Joy  Sneed 
Routt  County 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork  P.U. 

Rick  Hattman 
GEFROH  Asso.  Inc. 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork  P.U. 

John  Steck 
Western  Slope  Gas 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork  P.U. 

Gary  Nell 

Moffat  County  Parks  & 

Recreation 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork  P.U. 

K.  J.  Heinschel 
Colorado  Ute 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork  P.U. 

D.  L.  Schwartz 
Colorado  Ute 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork  P.U. 

H.  B.  Humphries 
Utah  International 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork  P.U. 

Russ  Sorenson 

Moffat  County  Planning  Dept. 

(participated) 

Williams  Fork  P.U. 


Brad  Palmer 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork/Browns  Park/ 
Nipple  Rim  P.U. 

Terry  Hveth 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

(participated) 

Williams  Fork  P.U. 

Bob  Divine 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork/Nipple  Rim/ 
Browns  Park  P.U. 

Wright  and  Polly  Dickinson 

Lazy  VD  Land  &  Livestock 

(participated) 

Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park  P.U. 

James  Sellers 

U.S.F.W.S.  Browns  Park  National 

Wildlife  Refuge 
(participated) 
Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park  P.U. 

Mike  Warg 

U.S.F.W.S.  Browns  Park  National 

Wildlife  Refuge 
(participated) 
Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park  P.U. 

Margaret  Phillips 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

(participated) 

Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park  P.U. 


Dave  Mcllnay 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork/Nipple  Rim/ 
Browns  Park  Planning  Units 

Kelly  Sparks 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork/Nipple  Rim/ 
Browns  Park  Planning  Units 
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TABLE  5 


SUMMARY  RESULTS  OF  THE  WILLIAMS  FORK  PLANNING  UNIT  VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP 


Desired 

Unit 

Final 

Mgmt . 

No. 

Unit  Name 

Rating 

Class 

LF-1 

LF-2 

LF-3 

LF-4 

LF- 
A 

Veg 

B 

Veg- 
A 

■ST-1 
B 

Veg-ST-2 

1 

Aspen/Conifer 

H 

H 

H 

NA 

H 

M 

H 

H 

H 

H 

H/M 

2 

Grassland/Asp/Conifer 

H 

H 

H 

NA 

M 

M 

H/M 

H/M 

H 

H 

H/M 

3 

Elk  &  Cedar  Mtns. 

H 

H 

H 

NA 

H 

H 

H 

H 

H 

H 

H 

4 

Columbus  Mountain 

H 

H 

H 

NA 

H 

H/M 

H 

H 

H 

H 

H 

5 

Aspen/Grassland 

H 

H 

M 

H 

H 

M 

M/H 

M 

H/M 

H 

H 

6 

Low  Lying  Shrubs 

M 

M 

M/L 

M 

M/L 

L 

M/L 

L 

M/L 

M 

H 

7 

Disected  Ridges 

M 

M 

M 

H 

H 

H 

M 

M 

M 

H 

H 

8 

Little  Buck  Mountain 

M 

M 

M 

NA 

M 

M/L 

H/M 

M 

H 

H 

H 

9 

Hooker  Mountain 

M 

M 

M 

H 

H/M 

M/L. 

M 

M 

H 

H 

H/M 

10 

Waddle  Creek 

M 

H/M 

M 

NA 

H/M 

M/L 

M 

M 

H/M 

H 

H 

11 

Deer  Mountain 

M 

M 

M 

NA 

H/M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

H/M 

H 

12 

Eckman  Park 

M 

M 

L 

M 

M 

L 

M 

M 

M 

M 

NA 

13 
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Low  Ratings 


Final  Sensitivity 

Areas  of  High  overall  sensitivity  occur  throughout  the  entire  planning  unit 
and  are  primarily  the  result  of  high  use  volume  and  moderate  user  attitudes, 
or  high  user  attitudes  and  moderate  use  volume.  Mountainous  environments 
along  with  major  river  corridors  are  characteristically  lands  which  received 
a  high  final  sensitivity.  The  mountainous  environments  contain  a  variety 
of  landscape  elements  and  diverse  vegetative  associations  and  patterns. 
Major  river  corridors  receiving  a  high  overall  sensitivity  include  segments 
of  the  Yampa  River,  Williams  Fork,  Elkhead,  and  the  Little  Snake  Rivers. 
All  of  these  river  corridors  contain  diverse  vegetative  associations  and  are 
relatively  fragile  environments.  Areas  of  high  sensitivity  account  for 
approximately  40  percent  of  the  lands  within  the  planning  unit. 

Roughly  40  percent  of  the  lands  within  the  unit  received  a  moderate  overall 
sensitivity.  These  areas  are  found  throughout  all  landscape  types  and  are 
primarily  the  result  of  moderate  user  attitudes  in  combination  with  low  and 
moderate  use  volumes.  The  most  characteristic  lands  of  moderate  sensitivity 
are  those  which  make  up  the  lower,  more  uniformly  vegetated  mountains  or 
foothills.  Other  lands  receiving  moderate  sensitivities  consist  of  the 
seen  areas  from  routes  40  and  318  west  and  north  of  Craig.  These  lands  are 
the  result  of  low  user  attitudes  and  high  use  volume. 

Lands  receiving  a  low  overall  sensitivity  account  for  approximately  20 
percent  of  the  acreage  within  the  planning  unit.  The  largest  area  lies 
northwest  of  Craig  and  consists  of  the  lands  around  Big  Gulch.  This 
is  primarily  the  result  of  low  user  attitudes  and  low  use  volume.  Similar 
to  the  moderate  and  high  sensitivity  lands,  low  overall  sensitivity  areas 
are  scattered  throughout  the  planning  unit  in  small  isolated  groups  and 
are  primarily  lands  that  are  unseen  from  the  major  travel  corridors. 
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Distance  Zones 

Key  observor  points  from  which  distance  zones  were  determined  for  the 
Williams  Fork  planning  unit  are  listed  in  Table  3. 

Due  to  the  number  of  travel  routes  which  are  situated  throughout  the  Williams 
Fork  planning  unit  there  is  a  complex  relationship  of  all  three  distance 
zones  as  a  result. 

All  zones  vary  in  size  throughout  the  unit  and  each  occur  in  a  variety  of 
landscape  types.  There  is  no  paticularly  dominant  zone.  Foreground/ 
Middleground  zones  are  similar  in  extent  to  Seldom  Seen  zones.  Background 
zones  represent  the  smallest  zone  in  terms  of  acerage. 

It  is  hard  to  generalize  where  these  zones  typically  occur  and  how  extensive 
each  zone  is.  All  that  can  be  said  is  that  the  unit  is  very   complex  due 
to  the  network  of  travel  routes  and  the  variety  of  landscapes  which  occur 
within  the  planning  unit. 
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NIPPLE  RIM/BRDWNS  PARK  PLAT4NING  UNITS 
General  Setting 

The  Nipple  Rim  and  Browns  Park  Planning  Units  are  situated  in  the  northwestern 
corner  of  Colorado.  Combined  they  encompass  962,000  acres,  slightly  larger 
than  the  Williams  Fork  Planning  Unit  which  abutts  Nipple  Rim  to  the  east. 

These  two  planning  units  lie  almost  entirely  within  the  Wyoming  Basin  physio- 
graphic province.  A  small  segment  of  the  Northern  Rocky  Mountain  province  extends 
into  the  north  and  western  parts  of  Browns  Park  and  contains  Douglas,  Cross, 
Diamond,  and  Cold  Spring  Mountains  along  with  Diamond  Peak. 

NIPPLE  RIM  PLANNING  UNIT 

Nipple  Rim  itself  encompasses  384,000  acres.  The  planning  unit  is  bordered  to 
the  west  by  the  Browns  Park  Planning  Unit  and  extends  north  to  the  Colorado/ 
Wyoming  state  line.  The  Yampa  River  marks  the  southern  boundary  east  of  Cross 
Mountain.   To  the  east,  the  Williams  Fork  planning  unit  abutts  the  unit,  and 
to  the  northeast  the  Little  Snake  River  marks  the  planning  unit  boundary. 

Of  the  two  planning  units,  Nipple  Rim  contains  the  least  diversity  of  landscape 
features  overall.  This  planning  unit  consists  primarily  of  large  basins  and 
two  major  rims,  one  of  which  was  formed  through  the  downcutting  of  the  Little 
Snake  River. 

The  two  major  basins  are  Powder  Wash  and  Sand  Wash  Basin.  Sand  Wash  Basin  makes 
up  roughly  60  percent  of  the  entire  acerage  within  Nipple  Rim.  Bald  Mountain 
Basin  is  the  smallest  basin  and  is  situated  below  Godiva  Rim  to  the  east. 


NR/BP-1 


Topographic  diversity  is  limited  within  the  basins.  Landforms  are  generally 
moderately  and  uniformly  sloping  to  the  major  drainage  within  the  basins. 

The  Little  Snake  River  has  had  a  great  impact  upon  this  landscape.  Initially 
this  whole  unit  was  uniform  throughout  until  the  Little  Snake  cut  down  through 
the  area.  It  has  created  Nipple  Rim  which  borders  the  river  corridor  to  the 
west.  Nipple  Rim,  the  most  extensive  rim,  runs  almost  the  entire  length  of  the 
river  corridor  in  a  north-south  orientation,  and  is  a  visually  dominant  feature 
within  the  eastern  region  of  the  planning  unit.  Dropping  400  to  800  feet  to  the 
river  valley  below,  the  rim  has  a  variety  of  exposed  geologic  formations  of 
varying  origins.  Colors  and  topography  are  quite  diverse  throughout  all  elevations 
of  the  rim.  These  elements  combine  to  create  a  visually  dominant  and  interesting 
feature. 

The  other  major  rim  is  Godiva  Rim  which  lies  in  the  southeastern  portion  of  the 
planning  unit.  Godiva  Rim  is  much  smaller  in  scale  than  Nipple  Rim  and  does  not 
contain  as  much  color  or  topographic  diversity. 

To  the  north  and  west  of  Nipple  Rim  lie  Powder  Wash  and  Sand  Wash  Basins,  re- 
spectively. Both  these  basins  are  primarily  grass  and  sagelands  which  are  used 
extensively  for  grazing.  Both  of  these  types  represent  the  dominant  vegetative 
associations  found  within  this  planning  unit.  In  this  semi-arid  region  water  features 
are  limited  to  a  seasonal  basis  which  helps  explain  the  moderate,  uniform  slopes 
making  up  the  basins  themselves.  Small  "badland"  areas  are  found  within  these 
basins  and  are  restricted  primarily  near  individual  drainages.  Water  features 
have  cut  easily  through  the  predominantly  claystone,  mudstone,  and  sandstone 
makeups  of  this  region  creating  highly  eroded,  disected  formations. 
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Small  stands  of  pinyon-juniper  associations  are  the  second  dominant  vegetative 
types  found  within  the  unit  and  are  restricted  to  the  higher  elevations  atop 
the  major  rims  and  Sevenmile  Ridge.  t 

As  noted  earlier,  water  features  are  quite  limited  within  the  planning  unit. 
The  major  river  corridors  are  that  of  the  Yampa  and  Little  Snake.  The  Little 
Snake  River  which  originates  in  the  Park  Range  Mountains,  traverses  northeast 
to  southwest  before  emptying  into  the  Yampa  River  west  of  Cross  Mountain  in 
Browns  Park  planning  unit.  The  Yampa  River  marks  the  southeastern  boundary  of 
the  planning  unit  and  flows  east  to  west.  This  section  of  the  Yampa  within  the 
planning  unit  is  roughly  ten  miles  in  length,  compared  to  this  segment  of  the 
Little  Snake  River  within  the  unit  which  is  approximately  30  miles  long. 

Vegetation  along  these  corridors  is  the  most  diverse  within  the  planning  unit. 
Other  major  drainages  or  watersheds  are  Sand  Wash  and  Powder  Wash  creeks  which 
are  dominant  on  a  site  specific  and  seasonal  basis. 

Nipple  Rim  Planning  Unit  is  isolated  from  major  urban  centers  and  travel  corridors. 
As  such  only  two  small  communities  are  within  the  unit.  Sunbeam  is  primarily  an 
agricultural  community  utilizing  the  fertile  Yampa  Valley  in  the  extreme  south- 
eastern portion  of  the  planning  unit.  Powder  Wash,  the  second  community  is 
primarily  a  development  utilizing  the  oil  and  gas  reserves  in  the  northern  seg- 
ment of  the  planning  unit. 

Travel  routes  are  dominantly  back  country  county  roads  which  travel  throughout 
all  areas  of  the  unit.  Route  318  is  the  major  travel  corridor  within  the  area. 
Branching  off  of  U.S.  40  east  of  the  Nipple  Rim  boundary,  it  traverses  east  to 
west  to  Browns  Park  within  the  Browns  Park  Planning  Unit. 
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BROWNS  PARK  PLANNING  UNIT 

Browns  Park  Planning  Unit  is  situated  west  of  Nipple  Rim  making  up  the  north- 
western corner  of  the  state.  To  the  north  and  west  the  planning  unit  is  bordered 
by  Wyoming  and  Utah  respectfully.  Dinosaur  National  Monument  forms  the  southern 
boundary.  Browns  Park  and  Nipple  Rim  are  divided  by  the  Vermillion  Bluffs. 
Marking  the  eastern  boundary  of  the  planning  unit,  these  bluffs  provide  a  dis- 
tinct delineation  between  the  relatively  uniform  or  homogeneous  landscapes  of 
Nipple  Rim  from  the  diverse,  broken  landforms  found  within  Browns  Park.  Browns 
Park  itself  encompasses  578,000  acres. 

The  extreme  southern  segment  of  the  planning  unit  is  made  up  of  Douglas  and 
Cross  Mountains.  South  of  Douglas  Mountain  is  Dinosaur  National  Monument.  The 
monument  is  the  result  of  the  downcutting  of  the  Yampa  River  which  has  created  a 
very  extensive  canyon  which  traverses  east  to  west  nearly  25  miles.  Douglas 
Mountain  itself  rises  an  average  of  1000  feet  above  lowland  mesas  and  drainages 
to  the  north.  This  mountain  is  highly  scenic  as  well  as  a  relatively  unique 
landform  in  that  it  consists  of  pre-cambrian  red  sandstones.  It  is  also  one  of 
the  few  areas  within  the  whole  region  in  which  Ponderosa  Pine  can  establish 
themselves. 

North  of  Douglas  Mountain  and  south  of  the  Bears  Ears  is  a  lowland  environment 
of  rolling  hills  and  mesas  which- have  been  created  through  erosion.  The  mesas 
are  independent  from  one  another  due  to  the  numerous  small  drainages  which  have 
eroded  through  the  sandstone  and  limestone  formations.  All  of  these  drainages 
flow  to  the  northwest  and  empty  into  the  Green  River  in  Browns  Park.  This 
lowland  area  generally  bisects  the  planning  unit  separating  Douglas  Mountain 
from  Cold  Spring  Mountain  and  the  extensive  badland  drainages  of  Vermillion  and 
Dry  Creeks  to  the  north. 
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The  northern  half  of  the  planning  unit  is  dominated  by  mountainous  environments 
to  the  west,  while  the  eastern  half  are  the  badland  drainages. 

The  mountainous  areas  are  made  up  of  Cold  Spring  and  Middle  Mountains  along  with 
Diamond  Peak.  Cold  Spring  Mountain  is  the  least  typical  "mountainous"  environ- 
ment of  the  three.  This  is  a  unique  area  in  that  it  too  is  Pre-Cambrian  in 
origin.  The  southern  aspects  of  the  mountain  support  dense  stands  of  pinyon- 
juniper  associations  along  with  other  evergreen  species  at  higher  elevations. 
The  top  of  the  mountain  is  an  extensive  gently  sloping  landform  dominated  by 
grasslands.   Small  aspen  groves  are  present,  but  are  restricted  to  the  drainages 
of  the  many  springs  which  flow  out  of  the  mountain  itself. 

Diamond  Peak  and  Middle  Mountain  situated  a  few  miles  south  of  the  Wyoming  border 
are  more  typical  of  mountainous  environments,  with  moderate  slopes' and  diverse 
vegetative  associations,  these  mountains  contrast  greatly  to  the  badlands  a  few 
miles  to  the  east. 

The  northeastern  half  of  the  planning  unit  is  made  up  of  Vermillion  and  Dry  Creeks. 
These  drainages  are  very  extensive,  and  as  mentioned  earlier  have  a  badland  appear- 
ance. The  sidewalls  to  these  drainages  are  highly  disected  and  eroded.  Topo- 
graphic and  color  diversity  are  extreme  within  the  watersheds.  Similar  to  the 
drainages  in  the  southern  half  of  the  unit,  Vermillion  and  Dry  Creeks  along  with 
their  tributaries  have  created  a  series  of  independent  mesas. 

To  the  east  of  this  drainage  system  is  Vermillion  Bluffs  which  rise  an  average 
of  600-800  feet  above  the  Dry  Creek  Basin.  The  Bluffs  are  a  dominant  visual 
element  or  landform  and  provide  the  visual  terminus  when  viewing  east  in  the 
northern  segments  of  the  planning  unit. 
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There  are  several  canyons  scattered  throughout  the  unit.  These  consist  of 
Cross  Mountain  Canyon,  (the  result  of  the  Yampa  River  cutting  through  Cross 
Mountain)  and  Irish  Canyon.  Irish  Canyon  is  the  result  of  a  major  fault,  and 
is  an  area  of  historical  importance  in  that  it  contains  many  Indian  petroglyphs 
throughout  its  800-foot  vertical  eastern  sidewall. 

Browns  Park  is  an  extensive  valley  containing  the  Green  River  between  Cold  Spring 
Mountain  and  Diamond  Mountain  in  the  western  region  of  the  planning  unit.  The 
immediate  river  corridor  and  surrounding  bottom  lands  are  contained  within  the 
Browns  Park  National  Wildlife  Refuge  which  is  managed  by  the  U.S.  Fish  &  Wildlife 
Service. 

Major  water  features  within  the  planning  unit  consist  of  the  Green  River  which 
flows  southeast  through  Browns  Park  to  the  monument.  A  small  section  of  the 
Yampa  and  Little  Snake  River  join  together  just  east  of  the  monument  in  the 
southern  sections  of  the  planning  unit.  The  remaining  water  features  consist 
of  Dry  and  Vermillion  Creeks  which  flow  south  from  the  Colorado-Wyoming  border. 
There  are  a  number  of  lesser  creeks,  but  all  are  dominant  only  on  a  seasonal 
basis  because  they  characteristically  dry  up  during  summer  months. 

Similar  to  the  Nipple  Rim  Planning  Unit,  Browns  Park  Planning  Unit  has  no  urban 
centers  or  major  travel  routes.  The  one  major  development  centers  around  Hiawatha 
in  the  extreme  northern  segment  of  the  unit.  This  community  utilizes  the  under- 
ground oil  and  gas  reserves  found  within  the  region.  The  travel  routes  which  do 
occur  within  the  unit  are  Route  318  which  traverses  out  of  Nipple  Rim  bisecting 
the  planning  unit  ending  in  Browns  Park.  The  only  other  well  traveled  routes 
are  the  entrances  to  Dinosaur  Monument  and  the  county  road  which  branches  off  of 
318  to  the  north  traversing  through  Irish  Canyon  continuing  out  of  the  state  to 
Rock  Springs,  Wyoming.  A  number  of  lesser  county  roads  are  scattered  throughout 
the  unit. 
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TABLE  6 


SQRU  GENERAL  LANDSCAPE  TYPES  &  SUMMARY 
PLANNING  UNTH   NIPPLE  RIM/BROWNS  PARK 


GENERAL  TYPE  KEY 


Mountains 
Ridges  and 

Canyons 

Mesas 

Ridges 


Narrow  Valleys 


MT 

R&NV 

C 

M 

R 


Rolling  Hills 
Broad  Valleys 
River  Valleys 
Basin 
Badlands 


RH 
BV 

RV 

B 

BL 


NOT 


SQRU 


GENERAL  TYPE 


NAME 


058 
065 
066 
067 
068 
069 
070 
071 
072 
073 
074 
075 
076 
077 
078 
079 
080 
081 
082 
083 
084 
085 
086 
087 
088 
089 
090 
091 
092 
093 
094 
095 
096 
097 
098 
099 
100 
101 


Big  Gulch 

Mud  Springs 

Godiva  Rim 

Little  Snake  River 

Powder  Wash 

Powder  Wash  Creek 

Beaver  SI ide 

Vermillion  Bluffs 

Snake  Ridge 

Ninemile  Basin 

Deep  Canyon 

Upper  Godiva  Rim 

Nipple  Rim 

Middle  Little  Snake  River 

Cross  Mountain 

Simsberry  Draw 

Peck  Mesa 

Lower  Peck  Mesa 

Yampa  River-Sunbeam 

Lower  Yampa  River 

Horse  Gulch 

Wild  Cow  Draw 

Thompson  Draw 

North  Slope  Douglas  Mountain 

Douglas  Mountain 

South  Douglas  Mountain 

East  Boone  Draw 

John  Wei ler  Mesa 

Cross  Canyon 

Thomas  Draw 

Dinosaur  Entrance 

Douglas  Draw 

Diamond  Mountain 

Two  Bar  Spring 

Sevenmile  Ridge 

Dugout  Draw 

Sandwash 

Yellow  Cat  Wash 


Rolling  Hills 

Rolling  Hills 

Ridge 

River  Valley 

Mesas/disected  Ridges 

Basin 

Mesa 

Ridge-Badlands 

Badlands 

Rolling  Hills 

Badlands 

Mesa 

Ridge 

Broad  Valley 

Mountain 

Rolling  Hills 

Mesa 

Rolling  Hills 

River  Valley 

River  Valley 

Mountains 

Rolling  Hills,  Foothills  &  Mtns. 

Basin  -  Rolling  Hills 

Mountains 

Mountains 

Mountains 

Rolling  Hills 

Mesa 

Canyon 

Rolling  Hills 

Rolling  Hills 

Draws  or  Valley 

Mountain 

Ridges   &  Narrow  Valleys, 

Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys, 

Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 

Basin-River  Valley 

Rolling  Hills 


Badlands 
Badlands 
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TABLE  6  (cont'd; 


SQRU  GENERAL  LANDSCAPE  TYPES  &  SUMMARY 
PLANNING  UNIT:  NIPPLE  RIM/BROWNS  PARK 


GENERAL  TYPE  KEY 


Mountains 
Ridges  and 
Canyons 
Mesas 
Ridges 


Narrow  Valleys 


MT 
R&NV 

C 

M 

R 


Rolling  Hills 
Broad  Valleys 
River  Valleys 
Basin 
Badlands 


RH 
BV 

RV 

B 

BL 


SQRU 


GENERAL  TYPE 


NOT 


NAME 


102 
103 
104 
105 
106 
107 
108 
109 
110 
111 
112 
113 
114 
115 
116 
117 
118 
119 
120 
121 
122 
123 
124 


Clay  Buttes 

Sheepherder  Springs 

Sawmill  Canyon 

Sheephead  Basin 

Bears  Ears 

Irish  Canyon 

Browns  Park 

Lower  Cold  Springs  Mtn. 

Limestone  Ridge 

Cold  Springs  Mountain 

Irish  Lakes 

Hanging  Tree  Flats 

Dry  Creek  Draw 

Diamond  Peak 

Blue  Hill 

South  Diamond  Peak 

Upper  Browns  Park 

Vermillion  Canyon 

Upper  Dry  Creek 

Lookout  Mountain 

Beaver  Creek  Canyon 

Beaver  Basin 

Lower  Bears  Ears 


Rolling  Hills 

Rolling  Hills 

Badlands 

Basin 

Mountains 

Canyon 

Broad  Valley 

Mountain 

Mountain 

Mountain 

Mesa 

Mesa 

River  Vail ey/Badl and 

Mountains 

Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 

Mountains 

Badlands 

River  Valley 

Basin 

Mountain 

Canyon 

Basin  ■ 

Rolling  Hills 
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TABLE 

7 

DISTRICT:       CRAIG 

• 

RESOURCE  AREA:   Little  Snake 

River 

PLANNING  UNIT:   Nipple  Rim  ar 

id  Browns  Park 

SQRU 

RATING 

CRITERIA 

' 

TOTAL 

• 

NO. 

NAME 

LF 

V 

W 

C 

AS 

s 

CM 

"NO. 

SQR 

058 

Big  Gulch 

2 

2 

0 

1 

0 

1 

2 

8 

C 

065 

Mud  Spring 

2 

1 

0 

1 

3 

1 

2 

10 

c 

066 

Godiva  Rim 

4 

2 

0 

4 

2 

3 

2 

17 

B 

067 

Little  Snake  River 

1 

2 

4 

3 

4 

4 

2 

20 

A 

» 

068 

Powder  Wash 

3 

2 

1 

4 

0 

2 

1 

13 

B 

069 

Powder  Wash  Creek 

1 

1 

0 

2 

1 

1 

2 

8 

C 

070 

Beaver  SI ide 

1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

2 

6 

c 

071 

Vermillion  Bluffs 

4 

1 

0 

4 

3 

4 

2 

18 

B 

072 

Snake  Ridge 

3 

1 

0 

3 

2 

1 

2 

12 

B 

• 

073 

Ninemile  Basin 

1 

1 

0 

1 

4 

1 

2 

10 

C 

074 

Deep  Canyon 

3 

1 

0 

4 

2 

2 

2 

14 

B 

075 

Upper  Godiva  Rim 

1 

2 

0 

2 

4 

1 

2 

12 

B 

076 

Nipple  Rim 

4 

2 

0 

4 

3 

4 

2 

19 

A 

077 

Middle  Little  Snake  R, 

.  1 

3 

4 

3 

3 

2 

2 

18 

B 

078 

Cross  Mountain 

4 

2 

0 

2 

2 

2 

2 

14 

B 

^ 

079 

Sims berry  Draw 

2 

2 

0 

3 

2. 

1 

2 

12 

B 

080 

*  Peck  Mesa 

1 

1 

0 

1 

5 

1 

2 

11 

C 

081 

Lower  Peck  Mesa 

2 

1 

0 

1 

3 

1 

2 

10 

C 

082 

Yampa  River  Sunbeam 

1 

2 

4 

3 

3 

2 

2 

17 

B 

083 

Lower  Yampa  River 

1 

4 

5 

4 

4 

4 

2 

23 

A 

084 

Horse  Gulch 

4 

2 

0 

2 

2 

1 

2 

13 

B 

..  j 

085 

Wild  Cow  Draw 

3 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

2 

13 

B 

086 

Thompson  Draw 

2 

1 

0 

1 

3 

1 

2 

10 

C 

087 

North  Slope- 

Douglas  Mtn 

4 

2 

0 

2 

3 

2 

2 

15 

B 

088 

Douglas  Mtn 

2 

4 

0 

4 

2 

5 

2 

19 

A 

089 

South  Douglas  Mtn 

4 

4 

2 

3 

3 

3 

2 

21 

A 

.J 

090 

East  Boone  Draw 

2 

3 

0 

3 

3 

3 

2 

14 

B 

091 

John  Weller  Mesa 

1 

2 

0 

1 

4 

1 

2 

11 

C 

092 

Cross  Canyon 

5 

1 

5 

4 

0 

5 

2 

22 

A 

093 

Thomas  Draw 

2 

2 

0 

2 

3 

1 

2 

12 

B 

094 

Dinosaur  Entrance 

2 

2 

0 

2 

3 

1 

2 

12 

B 

095 

Douglas  Draw 

3 

2 

0 

3 

0 

2 

2 

12 

B 

• 

096 

Diamond  Mtn. 

4 

3 

1 

2 

3 

4 

2 

19 

A 

097 

Two  Bar  Spring 

3 

1 

0 

3 

1 

2 

2 

12 

B 

098 

Sevenmile  Ridge 

3 

2 

0 

3 

2 

1 

2 

13 

B 

099 

Dugout  Draw 

2 

2 

0 

2 

2 

1 

2 

11 

C 

100 

Sandwash 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

1 

2 

10 

c 

101 

Yellow  Cat  Wash 

2 

1 

0 

2 

1 

1 

2 

9 

c 

• 

102 

Clay  Buttes 

2 

1 

0 

1 

2 

1 

2 

9 

c 

103 

Sheepherder  Spring 

3 

1 

0 

2 

2 

1 

2 

11 

c 

104 

Sawhill  Canyon 

3 

1 

0 

3 

3 

2 

2 

14 

B 

105 

Sheephead  Basin 

1 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

2 

6 

c 

106 

Little  Bears  Ears 

2 

3 

1 

2 

1 

2 

13 

B 

^ 

107 

Irish  Canyon 

5 

2 

1 

4 

0 

6 

2 

20 

A 

NR/BP-9 


TABLE  7  (cont'd) 


DISTRICT: 


RESOURCE  AREA: 
PLANNING  UNIT: 


CRAIG 

Little  Snake  River 

Nipple  Rim  and  Browns  Park 


sc 

)RU 

LF 

RATING 
V    W 

CRITERIA 
C    AS 

S 

CM 

TOTAL 
NO. 

NO. 

NAME 

SQR 

108 

Browns  Park 

2 

2 

1 

1    5 

2 

2 

15 

B 

109 

Lower  Cold  Springs 

4 

2 

0 

3    2 

4 

2 

17 

B 

110 

Limestone  Ridge 

3 

2 

0 

2    3 

3 

2 

15 

B 

111 

Cold  Spring  Mountain 

2 

2 

2 

2    3 

2 

2 

15 

B 

112 

Irish  Lakes 

1 

1 

0 

1    5 

1 

2 

11 

C 

113 

Hanging  Tree  Flats 

2 

1 

0 

1    3 

1 

0 

8 

C 

114 

Dry  Creek  Draw 

4 

2 

2 

4    0 

4 

2 

19 

A 

115 

Diamond  Peak 

3 

4 

1 

3    2 

2 

2 

17 

B 

116 

Blue  Hill 

3 

2 

1 

3    1 

2 

2 

14 

B 

117 

South  Diamond  Peak 

3 

3 

1 

3    2 

2 

2 

16 

B 

118 

Upper  Browns  Park 

2 

2 

0 

3    3 

2 

2 

14 

B 

119 

Vermillion  Canyon 

3 

2 

2 

3    0 

3 

2 

15 

B 

120 

Upper  Dry  Creek 

2 

1 

0 

4    3 

2 

2 

14 

B 

121 

Lookout  Mountain 

3 

1 

0 

3    1 

2 

2 

12 

B 

122 

Beaver  Creek  Canyon 

4 

2 

2 

4    0 

2 

2 

16 

B 

123 

Beaver  Basin 

2 

2 

1 

1    3 

2 

2 

13 

B 

124 

Lower  Bears  Ears 

2 

2 

0 

2    2 

1 

2 

11 

C 

NR/BP-10 


,. 


AREAS  OF  CRITICAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONCERN 

Three  rating  units  within  the  Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park  Planning  Units  have  been 
identified  as  Potential  Areas  of  Environmental  Concern  (ACEC)  by  virtue  of  the 
fact  that  they  represent  Class  A  scenery  and  have  received  a  rating  of  5  or  6 
in  regard  to  their  relative  scarcity  within  the  region. 

These  rating  units  represent  areas  of  extraordinary  scenic  quality  and  require 
special  management  attention  to  insure  preservation  of  the  qualities  which 
make  them  exceptional. 

The  rating  criteria  for  these  units  appear  below. 

SQRU 
No.         Name 


088    Douglas  Mountain 
092    Cross  Canyon 
107    Irish  Canyon 


LF 

RATING 

V   w 

CRITERIA 
C   AS 

s 

CM 

TOT/ 
NO. 

SQR 

2 

4 

0 

4 

2 

5 

2 

19 

A 

5 

1 

5 

4 

0 

5 

2 

22 

A 

5 

2 

1 

4 

0 

6 

2 

20 

A 

008  -  Douglas  Mountain  -  Douglas  Mountain  situated  in  the  southwestern  corner 
of  Browns  Park  contains  a  variety  of  vegetative  associations.  It  is  the  only 
area  within  the  planning  unit  where  Ponderosa  Pine  can  be  established.  With  an 
open  forest  atmosphere,  in  combination  with  the  deep  reds  of  the  Pre-Cambrian 
sandstone  make  up  of  the  mountain  itself,  the  area  has  a  richness  in  character 
which  is  only  complimented  by  the  spectacular  panoramic  views  of  adjacent 
landscapes. 

092  -  Cross  Canyon  -  The  Yampa  River  has  cut  through  Cross  Mountain  creating 
a  spectacular,  though  small  canyon.  A  variety  of  geological  formations  are 


exhibited  throughout  the  vertical  sidewalls.  The  river  itself  is  the  dominant 
element.  With  cascading  falls  and  a  series  of  rapids  it  is  a  rafters  paradise. 
Because  of  the  extreme  conditions  of  the  river,  only  the  very  best  can  survive. 

107  -  Irish  Canyon  -  Irish  Canyon  is  very  similar  in  topography  and  make  up 
to  Cross  Canyon.  The  primary  difference  is  that  this  canyon  is  not  the  result 
of  a  major  river's  influence,  but  rather  a  result  of  faulting  and  folding.  The 
important  aspect  about  this  unit  is  that  it  contains  historic  Indian  petroplyphs 
throughout  it's  800-foot  eastern  vertical  sidewall. 


District 


Craig 


Date 


5/18/79 


Planning  Unit 


Williams  Fork 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit       058-Big  Gulch 


Film:     Roll  i 


RKBBEX3? 


Landscape  Character: 


Frame  #  17,20,21,22 . 


32,34,35 
8 


Evaluator(s) 


MF 


Time  of  Day   3:00. p.m. 

Weather   partly  cloudy,  windy 
Rolling  Hills      


General  Narrative:   The  rating  unit  is  located  inst  north  of  U.S.  AQ  and  Train. 


extending  from  Elkhead  Creek  on  thp  past,  to  tfafi  limits  of  the   planninn 
unit  on  the  north  and  west. 


The  rating  unit  is  a  vast  expanse  of  sage  and  grass  covered  low  rolling  hills. 


It  is  a  monotonous  landscape.  The  low  rolling  hills  have  gentle  slopes  which 
dip  into  small  gullies  and  intermittent  rock  bottoms.  Slopes  are  generally 


moderate.  Vegetative  cover  .has  little- variety.  Sage  and  grasslands  provide 
a  uniform  color  and  texture.  Dry  land  wheat  farming  is  fairly  extensive 
throughout  the  rating  unit,  providing  a  minimal  amount  of  patterning  and 


seasonal  color  contrasts  between  the  predominant  sage  and  grasslands  and  follow 
green-growing  or  harvested  wheat  fields.  Water  is  present  only  on  a  seasonal 


basis  in  earth  tanks  and  small  intermittently  flowing  creeks. 


Colors  are  muted  tones  of  grays,  tans,  light  browns  and  sage  green. 


Adjacent  scenery  .has  little  influence  except  in  the  very  eastern  portion  of 
the  rating  unit- where  a  distant  view  of  the  Elkhead  Mountains  can  be  obtained. 


The  type  of  landscape  is  very  common  throughout  northwestern  Colorado.  Though 
it  is  monotonous,  depending  on  the  season,  the  patterns  and  contrasts  in  color 
and  texture  provided  by   the  influence  of  lush,  green-growing  wheat  fields 


is  pleasing  to  the  eye. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Londform 


Vegetation 


Water 


High 


Coior 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification  j      2 


Medium 


0 


Low 


0 


0 


-k 


.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

2-repetitious.   rol 1 i ng 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


2-s age/grass /wheat 


O-intermittent  creeks 


1 -muted  grays,   tans, 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 
12-18 
I  1  or  Less 


JW  greens  SQpg        FJnQj  Raiing 
1 -common  in  region  Nl/  Nr 


0-minor 


2-extensive;   lands  variety     058 


Subtotal 


Total 


_8_ 


A,   B,   or  C 


& 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit      Williams  Fork/Nipple  Rim 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit065  -  Mud  Spring_ 
Film:      Roll   f        1  Frame  #    10,11      ._ 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/18/79 


Evaluator(s)        LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day   11:00  a.m. 
Weather   sunny . 


Gently  Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:   The  Mud  Spring  Rating  Unit  consists  of  very  gently  rolling 
hills  and  is  situated  to  the  east  of  the  Little  Snake  River  along  thp  hnrder — 

between  the  Williams  Fork  and  Nipple  Rim  Planning  Units.  Thp  surrounding 

region  is  predominately  sage  and  grass  covered  rolling  hills  with  little 

variation  in  its  visual  components.  As  a  result  of  this,  subtle  changes  in . 


any  physical  features  become  yery   obvious  and  affect  the  delineation  of 
different  units,  as  is  tne  case  witn  Mud  spring. 
xump-rtse  -its  scenic  guality  are  similar  to  ad.iacent~a^pa<;  pxcppt.  for  one. 


landform.  Slopes  are  gentler  and  not"~as~dramatic.  resulting  in  undulating, 
hills  and  broader  more  expansive  valleys  "Between  them. 


Most  of  the  area  has  limited  vehicular  access  and  is  dpvoid  nf  cultural 
modifications  with  extensive  areas  being  used  for  grazing. 


As  in  othpr  arpas  of  snrh  a  hnmnapnpons  natiirp.  having  little  nr  no  vertical 

relief,  the  horizon  and  sky  play  an  important  role  in  providing  thp  only 

source  of  variations  or  contrasts  within  the  unit. \ 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


influence 


High 


Scarcity 


7  i  Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


-3 


Low 


0 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


2-gpnt.1v  rolling 
1-mim'mal 


0-none 


1-minimal 


Class  A 

19-33 

Class  B 

12-18 

Class  C 

!  I  or  Les 

3-moderate 


1-typical 


SQRU        Final  Rat 


-'A 


2-none 


Q6£ 


JL 


Subtotal 


=  Total      10 


/7\ 


TTB,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Nipple  Rim 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit     066-Godiva  Rim 
Film:     Roll   §  7  Frame  j      11 


14 


7,8 


Landscape  Character: 


Date       5/19/79 


Fvaluator(s)        MF,   LAB 


Time  of  Day       4:15.  p.m. 

Weather        sunny 

Ridge 


General  Narrative:  Godiva  Rim  rises  out  of  t__  3r__lll_g  hills  environment 
west  of  Craig  an  average  of  800  feet.  This  ridge  is  a  very  linear  ridge 
which  is  oriented  in  a  northeast  to  southwest  orientation. This  ridge  is 


very  distinctive  due  to  the  contrast  it  has  from  other  adjacent  landforms. 


A  variety  of  colors  and  shadows  are  prespnt.  dnp  to  its  diverse  Iflnrifnrm 
and  geologic  makeup.  The  ridge  drops  very  abruptly  and  is  often  vertical 
Due  to  these  relief,  vegetation  is  limited.  Some  .Juniper  and  oinvons  are 
cr=tt.r_H  anH  i col  a tpd  thmiiahniit  the  ridge  primarily  on  the  lower,  less 


Due  to  these  relief,  vegetation  is  limited,  borne  .lumper  ana  pmyons  d 
scattered  and  isolated  throughout  the  ridge  primarily  on  the  lower,  less 
dramatic  slopes. _ 


Water  features  are  non-existent  in  this  landscape,  though  water  and  wind 
have  carved  this  landscape  to  create  the  diversity  ot  landforms. 


Within  the  unit  and  as  a  result  the  area 


Modifications  are  non  existent. 

appears  untouched.  The  eroded,  disected  character  ot  this  ridge  in  combination 


with  the  drastic  contrast  that  results  from  the  difference  of  adjacent' land- 
scapes makes  this  area -a  distinctive  landtorm  within  the  immediate  area. 


This  landform  breaks  up  the  monotonous  eastern  landscape  and  acts  as  a 
focal  point  for  those  who  travel  throughout  the  eastern  rolling  hills. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


LZ 


Landform 


High 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification  {  2 


Medium 


Low 


-3 


0 


0 


0 


-4 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


_L 

4 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 
12-18 
I  1  or  Less 


SQRU 

Qf_L 


Final  Rati 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


17 


A,   B,   or  C 


_> 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit     Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit  067-Little  Snake  River 
Film:     Roll   #  7  Frame  #     33 


1.2,3 


10 


17 


14 


5,6 


Landscape  Character: 


Date      5/19/79 


Evaluator(s)     LAB.  MF 


Time  of  Dav     3:30  p.m. 

Weather____JHW___ 
River  Valley 


General  Narrative:  The  Little  Snake  River,  flowing  south  frnm  Wyoming  dmm 

through  both  Nipple  Rim  and  Brown's  Park,  is  one  of  the  larger  rivers  in 

the  Craig  District.  Its  characteristically  wide  and  shallow  rhannpl  mpandpcs 
throughout  the  flat-floored  floodplain.  In  numprnus  olacps  the  build  up  nf 


sediments  deposited  in  the  channel  has  resulted  in  the  river  breaking  HP  v 
several  channels. — 


Dpspite  its  size,  the  riverTI  still  subject  to  seasonal  fluctuations^_wilh_ 


vegetation  predominantly  limTted~to~~grasses  and  sages  in  the  floodplain,  and 
willows  and  other  wetland  shrubs  along  the  river  banks.  Cottonwoods  occur — 

in  isolated  patches  which  increase  in  regularity  towards  the  mouth  of  the 

river,  where  it  joins  tne  Yampa  


Adjacent  scenery  plays  a  dominant  role  in  enhancing  thp  river's  scenic  quality.-—-,  - 

Views  within  the  valley  have  a  sense  of  enclosure  created  bv  the  proximity  of — - 

Mipple  Rim  to  the  west  and  Godiva  Rim  to  the  east.  These  ridgps  provide  a 


mppiC  f\  HH  ,k.u   Uli.  HI.J  l.  mi^  ^.yj^,,^      ......   ....   ...... : 1 — 

spectrum  of  colors,  textures  and  form  through  their  various  landforms. 'rock 
formations  ana  vegetation. — 


Despite  seasonal  fluctuations  the  river  remains  a  dominant  visual  element, 
but  in  comparison  to  other  major  rivers  such  as  the  Yampa  or  Grppn  Rjypr  it 
provides  a  minimal  recreational  base  for  the  region. . . . — 


A  majority  of  the  floodplain  is  used  for -grazing  with  somp  ranches  scattered 
throughout  the  site. — 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
_ 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Co!  or 


High 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


-3 


Low 


I 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


1-floodplain 


2-limited 


4-major  river 


3-water 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


I  1  or  Les 


4-Nipple  &  Godiva  Rim 


0 


-A 


4-unique 


2-none 


SQRU 

067 


Final  Rat 


to!  I 


Subtotal 


+ 


=  Total 


20 


A,   B,   or  C 


{> 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  F 


^ 


District       Craig 


Planning  Unit       Nipple  Rim 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     068-Powder  Wash 
Film:     Roll   #  7  Frame  1      15,16,17 


~75^& 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/19/79 


Evaluator(s)   LAB/MF 


Time  of  Dav    1:0°  P-m" 


Weather 


sunny 


mesas  and  draws 


General  Narrative:  The  Powder  Wash  area  is  situated  in  the  northern  section  of  Ninnlp, 
Rim  along  the  Colorado/Wyoming  border  and  consists  of  a  series  of  mesas  and  draws. — . 

Ihe  draws  vary  in  scale,  but  are  typically  steep-sided  with  grasses  and  sages  along 

the  valley  floor,  and  mature  jumper  on  the  steep  sidewalls  where  slopes  will  allow. 

Mart.V  Of  these  sidewalls  are  unvegetated  with  exposed  colored  bands  of  decomposed 

rock,  terminated  by  a  harder  layer  ot  light  colored  mudstone  or  sandstone.  These 

more  resistant  rocks  protrude  out  bevond  the  softer  spdimentarv  rock  that  has  prnripd. 
The  mesas  are  more  of  a„ homogeneous  nature  than  ,thp  draws  and  arp  rharartpristicaLly 
flat  topped  with  vegetation  being  limited  to  mostly  grasses  and  some  sages. . 


The  diversity  provided  by  contrasts  in  slope,  vpnpf.at.ion  and  bedrock  nrpatly.. 
enhance  this  unit's  visual  guality.  Water  has  little  influence  due  t.n  most, 
streams  being  intermittent.  Since  views  within  the  draws  are  confined,  and 


views  from  mesas  are  usually  limited  to  other  mesas,  ad.iacent  srpnerv  has  a 
minimal  influence. 


The  apparent  integrated  relationship  of  these  mesas  and  draws  prevented  the — 
delineation  ot  landscape  into  separate  rating  units  as  has  been  done  in  other 


simi lar  cases. 


Geologic  processes  which  occurred  in  the  western  portion  of  this  unit  resulted — 
in  a  fold  in  the  layers  of  bedrock.  Within  this  *rpa  extensivp  drill  inn  for  nil 


in    d     TU  I  U      III     UIK     Id.yerb     Ul      ueut  uik.        milium     uin     a'  eg sL/^j.  siunii    mi    iiiih^ — ^-m — ~-^ 

is  currently  going  on.  Although  the  number  of  wells  appears  to "he  extensivp.  the 

majority  of  them  are  located  within  the  draws  where  visual  impacts  are .minimal. 

The  town  of  Powder  i^ash  is  located  in  this  area,  and  is  primarily  for  those  people 
who  are  involved  in  oil  related  activities. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


I  Londform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


influence 


Scarcity 


High 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


0 


Low 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Guality 
Classification 


3-steep  slopes  &  outcrops 

Class  A 


2-limited 


19-33 


1-minimal 


Class  B   12-18 


0 


-A 


4-outcrops  &  vegetation  Class  C 


!  I  or  Less 


0 


-site   specif i> 


I      2-common 


1-oil   wells 


SQRU 

068 


Final  RaSin 
B 


Subtotal 


,  *    iotal 


13 


TTB,   or  C 


4s 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District   Craig 


Planning  Unit    Nipple  Rim 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  069-Powder  Wash  Creek 
Film:  Roll  #    7       Frame  i  30 


Landscape  Character: 


Date     S/iq/79 

.. 

Fvaluator(s)    MF,  LAB 

Time  of  Day      1:00  P»m° 
Weather      sunny 

, 

Rasin 

General  Narrative:   The  Powder  Wash  unit  is  located  in  the  northeastern  part 
of  this  planning  unit.  The  landscape  is  very  gently  rolling  to  flat  and  lacks 
any  diversity  regionwide.  The  only  diversity  consists  of  one  small  area  that 


is'a  series  of  very  small  rolling  hills  which  contain  a  variety  of  red  and 

brown  soils  tnax  are  interesting  on  a  site  specific  scale, 


Vegetation  is  dominant ly  grasses  and  sages  throughout.  I  he  small  interesting 

part  of  the  unit  mentioned  above  is  the  highest  point  in  the  unit_and  contains _ 

very  scattered  isolated  pinyon  pine  which  contrast  to  the  multi-colored  soil „._ii. 


on  which  they  grow. 


Powder  Wash  is  dry  at  this  time  of  the  year,  and  would  only  have  water  in  it 
at  times  of  heavy  rainfall. . 


No  modification  exists  within  the  unit.  Views  are  somewhat  panoramic  and, 
add  slightly  to  the  scenic  quality. . — . 


Overall,  the  landscape  -  lacks  any  character  and  diversity,  tor  an  uninteresting  


visual  experience. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 


Londform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Medium 


Low 


-3 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


0 


0 


0 


-4 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


1-flat 


1-no  variety 
0-none 


2-muted  generally 
1-distant  views 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A      19-33  f 

Class  B      J2:i8 
Class  C       I  I  or  Le< 


1 -common 


2-none 


SQRU 

069 


Final  Ra' 


Subtotal 


+ 


=  Total 


A 


A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTOR 


c 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit     Nipple  Rim 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    070-Beaver  Slide 
Film:     Roll  #  7  Frame  f  23,24 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/19/79 


Evaluator(s)         MF>  LAB 


Time  of  Day         1:00  p.m. 
Weather  sunny 


Upland  Slope  -  Mesa 


General   Narrative:        This  area  consists  of  the  eastern  gentle  to  flat  slopes  of 
the  Vermill ian  Bluffs.     The  area  lacks  any  type  -.if  diversity  of  landscape 


elements. 


Appearing  as  a  flat  landscape,  this  unit  is  characteristic  of  all  the  areas 
around  the  region  in  that  the  main  vegetation  is  grasses  and  sages.  Little 
diversity  or  color  is  apparent.  Water  and  modifications  do  not  exist  in 


panoramic  views  are  nonexistent  in  the  landscape. 


All  that  can  be  said  about  the  area  is  that  it  lacks  any  diversity  and 


is  very   monotonous. 


5core  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


the  area,  and "as  a  result  the   landscape  is  very  homogeneous.     Interesting 


Londform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


High 


Medium 


0 


Low 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


1 


_0_ 
1 


-A    12. 


Subtotal 


■  Total 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  1 1  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rating 

__Q20 C 


A,   B,  or  t 


& 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit     Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park 

Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit     071-Vermill ion  Bluffs 
Film:     Roll   #         7  Frame  #      18,22 


11 


13 


14 


Landscape  Character: 


ZL 


28,29,30 


1,2,9 


Date 


5/19/79 


Evaluator(s)    LAB/Mf_ 


Time  of  Day      3:30  p, 

Weather _  sunny 

Ridge  _______ 


General  Narrative:   The  Vermillion  Bluffs  situated  on  __a  harder  nf  Rrnwns  Park. 

and  Nipple  Rim  Planning  Units  is  an  extensive  ridge  nearly  20  mile,  long  and 

is  a  distinct  I andform  separating  the  relatively  diverse  geologic  make  _J_S  of — . 
Browns  Park  from  the  uniform  landscape  of  Sand  Wash  Basin. 


This  ridge  is  composed  of  a  variety  of  geologic  £__]____.  nf  varying  origins. 

With  horizontal  beds  of  varying  thicknesses,  it  is  an  interesting  landform 

with  a  multitude  of  colors  throughout.  The  slopes  are  as  diverse  as  the  colors, 

with  steep  uniform  slopes,  to  highly  dissected,  eroded.  ______________  slc_____. _ 

which  fall  anywhere  between  1000  and  600  feet. — ~_ 


This  ridge  is  a  distinct  landform  when  viewed  from  __.  Browns  Park  Planning 


Unit.  It  provides  the  visual  terminus  for  all  vistas  to  the  east  in  the  upper  

half  of  the  planning  unit.  Vegetation  is  very  limited  throughout. Pinyon  Pine. 

and  juniper  along  with  small  grasses  and  sages  are  the  only  species,  but  all 

occur  in  very  random,  isolated  patterns  primarily  due  to  the  slope. . 


Views  are 


Taking  on  a  Badland  appearance,  the  area  lacks  anv  water  features. 
panoramic  within  the  unit  and  accentuate  the  contrast  in  landform  and  relief 
between  this  and  adjacent  units. . 


Thi\  ridge 

separating  two  different  landscapes  on  a  regional   basis  is  excellently  riis- 


Overall^  the  unit  is  unmodified  and  is  a  distinct  landform. 


played  from  the  air. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


High 


Medium 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Low 


O 


0 


0 


-4 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


4-steep-broken 
1-little 


_______ 


4-multitude 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C       I  I  or  Les; 


3-contrasting 
4-distinctive 


2-none 


SQRU 
_J_71 — 


Subtotal 


Total 


18 


X~B.  or  C 


Final  Rat 

_____ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORW 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Nipple  Rim 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit      072  -  Snake  Ridge 
Film:     Roll   i        7  Frame  f    31,  32 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/19/79 


Evaluator(s)         LAB>  MF 


Time  of  Day     3:30  p.m. 
Weather        sunny    ; 


Ridge /Badlands 


General   Narrative:        Snake  Ridge,  located  in  the  northeastern  portion  of  Nipple 


Rim  along  the  Wyoming  border,   is   one  nf  a   serips   nf  ridgps   InrafpH  alnnn 

the  Little  Snake  River  valley.     These  ridges  have  a  Badl*nH<;  appparanrp  due 
to  a  general   absence  of -vegetation  and  steep  highly  eroded  sloppy  composed 
ot  various    layers  of  different  colored  exposed  sedimentary  rock. 


The  surrounding  regions  lack  of  distinct  features  or  visual   variety  illustrate — 
this  unit's  importance  as  a  dominant  feature  which  provides   some  vertical   relief 
and  contrast.     Although  the  unit  does  help  enhance  the  scenic  value  of  the 


surrounding  area,  the  adjacent  scenery  has  a  minimal   effecton  increasing 

the  ridges  overall   scenic  rating. 


Snake  Ridge's  unproductivitv  and   instability  nf  some  of  the  slnnps  has  resiilfp-d- 
in  limited  access  and  minimal   cultural   modifications. . 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


High 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


3-steep  slopes 


1-minimal 


0-none 


3-exposed  rock 


0 


-4 


1-common  to  region 


2 


Subtoto! 


Total 


12 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Closs  C  II  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rati™ 

072 B 


A,   B,  or  t 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Nipple  Rim 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  073-Nine  Mile  Basin 
Film:  Roll  #    7       Frame  #   34,35 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    5/19/79 


Evaluator(s) 

MF, 

LAB 

.  ^ 

Time  of  Day 
Weather    sunny 

3:30 
'  and 

p.m. 
beaut" 

ful 

Basin /Rolling 

Hill 

s 

General  Narrative:   Nine  Mile  Basin  is  similar  to  most  rolling  hill,  flat  land 


landscapes  within  the  region.  It  is  relatively  flat  to  very  gently  rolling 


sage  and  grasslands.   Ihe  primary  difference  between  this  and  other  similar 


landscapes  is  that  this  basin  is  confined  between 'Nipple  and  Godiva  Rims. 
these  two  features  visually  define  the  unit  and  give  much  to  the  scenic 
quality  ot  tne  area.       *   ~ 


Water  and  color  are  both  limited  in  extent,  with  muted  tones  and  dry___2de__ 
stream  beds  as  the  only  indicators  to  these  two  landform  elements.   _ 


Vegetation  as  noted  above  consists  of  grasses  and  sages.  The  unit  is  very 
uniform  throughout  and  lacks  any  outstanding  visual  features. 


The  area  owes  much  to  the  ad.iacent  scenery,  for  without  the  visual  definition, 
of  the  contrasting  landforms,  this  area  would  be  even  more  monotonous  than 

it  already  is. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Veaetation 


High 


Water 


Color 


influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


0 


0 


0 


-A 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


1 


Subtotal 


Total 


10 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  1 1  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rating 

_ 07J __ - 

A,   B,  or  t       ■  ! 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit  Nipple  Rim 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit     074-Deep  Canyon 

Film:     Roll   §___]_ 

Frame  #        34,35 


Landscape  Character: 


Date   5/19/79 


Evaluator(s)  MF,  LAB 


Time  of  Day  -   4:00  p.m. 
Weather   sunny 


Badlands 


General  Narrative:   These  lower  disected  and  eroded  slopes  make  up  the  western 
aspect  of  Godiva  Rim.  Thev  are  extremely  weathered  and  very  diverse  in 


appearance.  Similar  to  Nipple  Rim,  the  area  is  made  up  of  a  series  of 
ridges  and  narrow  valleys  which  display  interesting  shadows  and  colors. 


Colors  consist  of  reds,  to  whites,  to  yellows,  all  of  which  are  very  diverse, 
in  pattern.  Colors  are  one  of  the  dominant  elements  in  the  landscape. 


Vegetation  is  sparse  throughout  the  area,  and  consists  of  some  grasses  and 
sages,  with  some  isolated  pockets  of  pinyon  juniper  on  the  drier  slopes. 


Water  and  wind  have  played  an  important  part  of  the  landscape's  makeup,  aT 
though  major  water  features  are  not  present. 


Views  are  at  times  panoramic  while  at  other  times  enclosed  depending  upon 
observor  position  within  the  unit. 


With  no  modifications,,  the  area  appears  natural,  rugged,  and  is  visually 
interesting  due  to  the  diversity  of  color  and  landform  which  make  up  this 
unit. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

3 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

1 

3 

Water 

5 

3 

0 

n 

4 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

4 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

2 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

I 

2 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

2 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C   I  I  or  Less 


SQRU 

_074 E 


Final  Rating 


$[ 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


14 


/N 


A,   B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District  Craig 


Planning  Unit  _     Nipple  Rim 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    075-Upper  Godiva  Rim 
Film:     Roll   #  7 


Frame  # 


34 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/19/79 


Evaluator(s) 

LAB/MF 

Time  of  Day 

4:00  p.m. 

Weather 

sunny 

Mesa/Plateau 

General  Narrative:   The  western  slopes  of  Godiva  Rim  are  comprised  of  two 
types  of  terrain,  with  the  lower  slopes  being  steeper  and  the  higher  slopes 


leveling  off  into  a  plateau.  This  rating  unit  consists  of  the  upper  plateaus 
whose  uniform  vegetated  slopes  lack  the  rock  outcrops  which  are  found  on  lower 


slopes. 


Vegetation  is  predominantly  grasses  and  sages  with  .juniper  scattered  throughout. 

Water  is  absent  and  without  exposed  soil  or  rock  or  a  greater  variety  of — 

vegetation,  contrasts  in  color  and  texture  are  negligible. — ____- 


Due  to  the  abrupt  change  in  slope  upper  Godiva  Rim  is  not  visible  from  surrounding 
areas.  Access  into  the  area  is  limited  to  unimproved  dirt  roads.  Panoramic _ 


views  of  the  region  strongly  influence  the  scenic  value  of  what  would  otherwise 
be  a  relatively  homogeneous  unit. [ 


Score  (Circi 

5  Appropriate  Level) 

High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

I 

1-gentle  constan 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

2-limited 

3 

Water 

5 

3 
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0-none 

4 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

2-minimal 

5 

influence 

5 

3 

0 

4-moderate 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 
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\T 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

2-none 

Scenic  Quality 
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Class  B 
Class  C 


12-18 

i  I  or  Less 


SQRU 
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Subtotal 


+ 


=  Total 


12 


Final  Rating 


/N 


A,  B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Craig 


Date 


5/19/79 


Planning  Unit 


Nipple  Rim 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit     076-Nipple  Rim 


Film:     Roll  # 


Frame •#     13,14,33 


vW7v7f_lQ_ 


1,2,3 
17 


14 
Landscape  Character: 


5,6 


Evaluator(s)  MF,  LAB 


Time  of  Day 
Weather_ 
Ridge 


3:30  p.m. 


sunny 


General  Narrative:   Nipple  Rim  is  a  large  extensive  ridae  paralleling  the  little 
Snake  River  in  a  north-south  orientation.  The  ridge  is  highly  eroded  and  disected 
containing  many  parallel  ridges  and  valleys  that  drop  600'  toward  the  river  below. 


Large  exposed  sedimentary  rock  outcrops  are  horizontal  in  appearance  with  20'  to — 
SO'  sheer  vertical  walls.   ThesP  hanrls  are  located  throughout  the  ridnp  at  various 

elevations,  with  each  hand  separated  hv  talus  slopes  resulting  from  erosion  nf  ' 

the  next  higher  sedimentary  band. _ 


Colors  are  quite  diverse  with  grays  on  the  lower  slopes  to  yellows  t.n  reds,  and 
then  back  to  aravs.  Due  to  the  diverse  landfortn.  interesting  shadows  and  colors 
are  dominant  elements  contained  within  the  ridge. 


Views  are  primarily  oriented  to  the  east  and  the  Little  Snake  River  Valley. — These 

views  highlight  the  unit  due  to  contrasting  elements  in  the  form  of  water,  and 

vegetation,  as  well  as  landforms  that  result  between  these  two  adjacent  landscapes, 


With  no  modifications,  the  ridge  is  a  distinctive  element  in  this  region. — It — 
offers  variety  to  the  landscape  and  is  a  dominant  visually  interesting  landform 
that  cannot  be  overlooked. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

4-steep, broken 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

2-varying  pattern 

3 

Water 

5 

3 

0 

0-none 

h 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

4-diverse 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

3-contrasting  fea 

O 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

4-distinctive 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-4 

2-none 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 
12-18 
I  I  or  Less 


066 


Fina 


Rating 


A 


Subtotal 


.■  Total 


19 


/A 


A,  B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Nipple  Rim 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  077-Middle  Little  Snake 

River 

Film:     Roll  #  9 


Frame  #     4,5,12 


RK_tt_X*      14 


Landscape  Character: 


Date                5/19/79 

Evaluator(s)               MF/LAB 

Time  of  Day        4:30  p.m. 

Weather        sunny 

Broad  Valley 

General  Narrative:  After  the  Little  Snake  River  traverses  below  Nipple  Rim  to 

the  north,  the  river  enters  a  broad  flat  enclosed  valley  north  of  Cross  Mountain. 
This  valley  is  roughly  six  miles  long  and  a  mile  and  a  half  in  width. 


The  Little  Snake  River  meanders  through  the  valley  and  is  a  dominant  element, 
having  a  major  impact  upon  the  land  use  within  the  area.  Grazing  and  agri- 
culture are  the  major  uses  in  the  unit  and  add  to  the  diversity  of  color  and 
pattern  of  the  valley. 


Cottonwoods  and  willows  follow  the  river  course  and  add  color  and  texture  to 
valley.      _ 


The  setting  of  the  valley  is  relatively  enclosed  by  Cross  and  Douglas  Mountains 
along  with  other  lesser  hills  and  mountains.  These  add  greatly  to  the  scenic 
quality  of  the  unit  and  accentuate  the  flat  colorful  valley  floor. 


The  visual  experience  is  enhanced  through  the  combination  of  the  water  element 
and  the  enclosed  feeling  due  to  the  surrounding  mountains. 


No  intrusions  exist  within  the  area  allowing  for  a  natural,  visually  interesting 
landscap"-.  ~~~~_______________ 


Though  the  river  is  similar  to  other  rivers  within  the  region  it  has  a  distinctive 
character  due  to  its  setting  and  size. . 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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Explanation 
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3 

0 
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2 
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2 
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Class  B  12-18 
Class  C   !  I  or  Less 


SQRU 
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Subtotal 


=  Total 
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A,  B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FO 


District 


Craig 


Date       5/20/79 


Planning  Unit 


Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  078-Cross  Mtn. 
Film:     Roll   #         9  Frame  #     5 


TU 


£X3M£X# 


Landscape  Character: 


~ZT 


Evaluator(s)   MF,LAB 


Time  of  Day  10:00  a.m. 
Weather     sunny 


Mountains 


General  Narrative:   The  eastern  aspect  of  Cross  Mountain  is  relatively  uniform 
in  steepness  and  profile.  This  slope  drops  to  the  Yampa  River  and  acts  as  a 
focal  point  due  to  its  verticality  and  dominance  within  the  immediate  area. 


This  slope  falls  an  average  of  1500  feet,  all  of  that  being  fairly  uniform 

throughout.  Some  rock  outcrops  are  present  appearing  as  horizontal  bands  along; 
the  slope. 


Vegetation  is  somewhat  limited  and  consists  of  pinyon  .juniper  associations, 
Vegetation  is  not  a  dominant  element.  


Water  features  do  not  exist  on  the  slope.  With  this  feature  lacking  in 
combination  with  uniform  textures  and  colors,  the  mountain  is  somewhat 
interesting  due  to  its  abrupt  landtorm  which  rises  out  of  the  rolling  hills 
landscape  to  the  east.  


There  are  no  modi fi rations  within  the  unit,  and  as  such  the  unit,  appears 

natural  and  undisturbed.  Overall,  the  unit  lacks  anv  outstanding  characteristics^ 

hut  is  still  visually  interesting  Hue  to  its  contrasting  landfnrm  tn  immprilflt.p 

surrounding  landscapes. — 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


LZ 


Landform 


High 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 
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Cultural  Modification 
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Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


4-steep 


2 - p i nyo n - contra s t 


■none 


Class  A 
Class  B 


19-33 


2-some  geologic  bandinClass  C 


2-panoramic  accentuatiigfopu 
2-distinctive  yet  simila<j/ 
2-none  __078_ 


Final  Rating 

B 


Subtotal 


■   rota! 


14 


A,  B,   or  C 


^ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FiELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


Distri 

ct 

Craiq 

Planni 

ng  Unit 
Quality 
Roll   # 

Nipple  Rim 

Scenic 
Film: 

Rating  Unit 
9 

079- 

■Simsberry 

Draw 

Frame  # 

6,10 

Landscape  Character 


Date 


5/20/79 


Evaluator(s)  MF.  LAB 


Time  of  Day   10:00  a.m. 
Weather    sunny 


Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:   The  Simsberry  Draw  area  consists  of  a  series  of  rolling  hills 
made  up  of  white  sandstone.  These  hills  which  abutt  Peck  Mesa  to  the  south  are 


broken  by  a  tew  stream  courses  which  have  exposed  this  white  contrasting 
sandstone.  


The  unit  is  predominantly  covered  with  pinyon  juniper  stands  which  contrast 
in  color  and  texture  to  the  sandstone  and  accentuate  this  geologic  makeup  of 


the  area. 


Some  of  the  more  gently  sloping  areas  above  the  eroded  drainages  have  been 

chained  to  remove  the  pin.yon-.iuniper  stands  in  order  to  increase  the  grazing _. 

potential  of  the  area.  These  cuttings  are  not  apparent  generally  and  have  no 

effect  upon  the  scenic  quality  of  the  unit. -. — 


Water  features  are  limited  within  the  unit  and  have  no  impact  upon  scenic 
quality  nor  increase  the  diversity  of  the  landscape. 


There  are  no  apparent  modifications  within  the  unit,  and  as  such  the  area 
appears  somewhat  natural  and  undisturbed.  As  mentioned  before,  the  chained 


areas  have  little  impact  upon  scenic  quality,  and  in  the  future  will  increase 
the  vegetative  diversity  within  the  area. 
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Planning  Unit 
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Rim 

Scenic  Quality 
Film:     Roll   # 

Rating 
9 

Uni 
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-Peck 

Mesa 

Frame  # 

7,  8 

Date 


5/19/79 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)     LAB,  MF 

Time  of  Day   4:00  p.m. 
Weather    sunny 

Mesa 


General  Narrative:   Located  to  the  north  of  the  Yampa  River,  the  Peck  Mesa  area  jS 


typical  of  most  mesas  with  its  flat  homogeneous  landscape.  Vegetation  is 

predominantly  grassland  and  sages.  Water  is  absent  and  without  exposed  soil 
or  rock  outcrops  or  a  greater  variety  of  vegetation,  contrasts  in  color  and 
texture  are  negligible.         ■ - 


However,  this  unit's  juxtiposition  to  surrounding  mountain  ranges  provides  a 
dramatic  backdrop  tor  what  would  otherwise  be  considered  a  monotonous  landscape. 


he  mesa  and  most  ot  the  surrounding  lowland  areas  are  used  primarily  tor 

construction  and  are  not 


grazing/  Power  lines 
a  major  deterrent 


.  .  atop  the  mesa  are  of  wood 
due  to  the  dominance  ot  cross  Mountain  and  the  Williams  t-ork 


mountain  range  in  the  background.  Highway  318  provides  access  through  the  area 
and  its  high  volume  of  traffic  makes  Peck  Mesa  extremely  visible. 
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Planning  Unit 

Browns   Park/Nipple  Rim 

Scenic  Quality 
Film:     Roll   # 

Ratinq  Unit      081-Lower  Peck  Mesa 
11 

Frame  § 

2 

Landscape  Character: 


Date             5/21/79 

Evaluator(s)       LAB,  MF 

Time  of  Day      10:00  a.m. 

Weather     sunny 

Rolling  Hills 

General  Narrative:_ 

Cross  Mountain  which  lies  to  the  west. 


This  area  consists  of  a  series  of  low  rolling  hills  below 

It  is  very   characteristic  of  dry 


rolling  environments  around  the  region  in  that  it  isdominated  by  grasslands 
and  sages.  The  area  lacks  any  outstanding  characteristics,  and  as  a  result 
owes  much  to  the  adjacent  scenery  of  Cross  Mountain  which  accentuates  and 


contrast  greatly  to  this  lesser  area.  Colors  are  uniform  throughout  and  add 
little  to  scenic  quality. 


Modifications  do  not  exist  within  the  area.  The  primary  land  use  is  typically 


grazing, 


Overall  the  landscape  is  gently  rolling  and  appears  very  uniform,  lacking  any 
inherent  visually  interesting  features.  The  visual  experience  is  dominated 


by  outside  influences  which  greatly  enhance  the  scenic  quality  of  this  un- 
interesting landscape. 


■v 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Craig 


Date    5/19/79 


Planning  Unit  Nipple  Rim 


Evaluator(s)   MF,  LAB 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  082-Yampa  River-Sunbeam 

Film:  Roll  #   9 Time  of  Day    4:30  p.m. 


Frame  #   9 


Weather   sunny 


Landscape  Character: 


River  Valley 


General  Narrative:   This  section  of  the  Yampa  River  flows  west  out  of  Boston 
"  Flat  to  Cross  Mountain  on  the  southwestern  boundary  ot  this  planning  unit. 
The  river  valley  is  fairly  broad  and  is  contained  between  a  series  of  roll  trig 
hills  which  gently  rise  out  of  the  valley  floor. 


The  river  itself  has  a  meandering  pattern  which  is  similar  to  other  major 
rivers  within  the  region.  Vegetation  is  limited  in  comparison  to  other 
sections  of  the  Yampa  and  is  not  as  diverse  or  extensive.  Cottonwoods  and 
willows  follow  the  river  but  are  grouped  together  in  isolated  patterns  rather 
than  following  the  river  course  through  the  entire  unit. 


lhe  lack  of  trees  is  probably  a  result  ot  the  heavy  agricultural  and  grazing" 
use  within  the  valley  floor. 


Views  are  generally  panoramic  and  add  to  the  scenic  quality  of  the  unit,~ 
particularly  near  the  western  end  segment  ot  the  valley  before  the  riveF 
flows  through  Cross  Mountain  canyon. 


The  valley  floor  has  no  modifications  other  than  man's  agricultural  uses 
which  in  most  cases  have  added  to  the  diversity  of  vegetative  types  within 


the  valley  floorT 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 
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Craig 


Date 


5/21/79 


Planning  Unit   Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  083-Lower  Yampa  River 

Film:  Roll  #   10 

Frame  #  25,26,27,29,32 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)   LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day   10:00  a.m. 
Weather  sunny 


River  Valley 


General  Narrative:  The  Lower  Yampa  River  rating  unit  consists  of  the  Little  Snake — 

River  and  Yampa  River  and  the  valley,  created  by  the  confluence  of  these  two __ 

rivers.  Located  in  the  southern  most  portion  of  Browns  Park,  this  is  the  last 

stretch  of  the  Yampa  River  before  it  flows  into  the  steep  canvons  of  Dinosaur _ 

National  Park.  Both  of  these  rivers  have  been  identified  in  a  variety  of 

different  settings  where  the  influence  of  adjacent  scenery  is  a  dominant  visual 

'  element  in  determining  the  nature  ot  a  landscape.  The  character  of  this  river . 

valley  is  also  strongly  affected  by  t~He~adjacent  scenery.  ___ 


Surrounded  by  Dougfas  and  Cross  Mountain,  this  lower  valley  is  visually  isolated,,., 
from  the  rest  of  the  region  since  both  rivers  have  cut  through  the  more  resistant 
bedrock  of  these  mountains  forminn  st.een  canvons. — Thp  variety  nf  types  of  views,,... 
provided  bv  the  ad.iacent  scenprv  compliments  f.hp  richness  of  this  lush  valley . 


The  valley  itself  is  comprised  of  wide  river  ch*n"p1s  which  meanHpr  through  a 
relatively  large  floodplain  leaving  oxbows  as  an  indication  of  its  previous — 


Vegetation  is  diverse  with  grasses  throughout,  and  rlusfprs  nf  rnftnp- 
woods  and  willows  located  at  random  intervals  along  the  river  hanks. — Wetlands 


courses, 


areas  ad.iacent  to  the  rivers  have  a  variety  of  marsh  and  wetland  vegptatinn 
which  provide  areas  for  exceptional  wildlife  viewing. With  one  of  the  two 


major  points  of  egress  into  Dinosaur  National  Monument  located  along  this  valley 
the  area  is  highly  visible  with  special  emphasis  on  recreation. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


High 


Medium 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Low 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


1-floodplain 


4-quantity  &  variety 


0 


0 


5-major  rivers 
4-rich   color 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A      19-33 
Class  B       12-18 


V. 


4-mountains 


4-unique 


2-none 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


23 


Class  C 

i  1  or  Le 

55 

ting 

SQRU 

083 

Final  Re 

A 

^ 

v- 

A,   B, 

or  C 

SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    084-Horse  Gulch 
Film:     Roll   §         9    Frame  #     13 


Rft#X&X£       10 


Landscape  Character: 


30,33 


Date    5/21/79 


Evaluator(s)    MF>  LAB 


Time  of  Day  10:0Q  a-m- 
Weather    sunny 


Mountains 


General  Narrative:   This  unit  makes  up  the  western  aspect  of  Cross  Mountain. 

This  slope  differs  from  the  eastern  slopes  in  that  it  is  more  diverse  containing. 
many  more  rock  outcrops  which  are  in  horizontal  bands  across  this  slope, — Slopes, 
are  somewhat  dramatic  and  vertical  where  these  rock  outcrops  dominate. 


Vegetation  consists  of  solid  stands  of  pinyon  juniper  where  slopes  allow, 

and  are  broken  by  small  grassland  areas  which  extend  up  from  the  lower  areas 
on  the  mountain. - — 


Many  distinct  drainages  break  up  this  slope  and  contain  water  on  a  seasonal 
basis.  Water  features  in  general  do  not  exist  within  the  unit. 


Colors  are  generally  uniform  throughout,  though  the  rock  outcrops  do  add  some 
diversity  to  the  unit.  These  rock  outcrops  are  generally  dark  in  nature  and 
at  times  blend  in  with  the  dark  greens  of  the  vegetation. 


Views  are  panoramic  to  the  west  and  accentuate  the  mountain  as  it  rises  out  of 
"^ie" Little  Snake  River  Valley.  


Modifications  do  not  exist  due  to  the  slope,  and  as  a  result  the  area  appears — 
natural  and  undisturbed.  Overall  the  area  is  somewhat  visually  interesting  due 
to  its  slope  which  is  distinct  because  it  contrasts  to  lesser  surrounding 


landscapes. 
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Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  085-Wild  Cow  Draw 
Film:  Roll  t         u 


Frame  # 


1 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/21/79 


Evaluator(s)   MF,  LAB 


Time  of  Day    10:00  a.m. 
Weather     sunny 


Mountains 


General  Narrative:    The  Wild  Cow  Draw  unit  is  situated  below  the  steeper 
slopes  to  Douglas  Mountain  and  though  they  are  part  of  the  mountairMtseVfa. 
are  less  dramatic  with  moderate  rounded  slopes.  . — 


These  sloppy  are  ypgpt.at.pfl  with  thp  charactprist ir  pinvnn-iiminprs  .  sagas 

and  grasses.  These  t.wn  tvnes  arP  sit.uat.pd  in  random  patterns  with  parh   — , 
extending  into  the  other  which  creates  a  contrast,  in  forms  and  colors  adding 
to  the  scenic  quality. ___, — , — — — 


Pinyons  and  junipers  are  commonly  found  on  thp  drier  ^pll  drained  areas  withm. 
the  unit.     _______ — ■ 


Water  features  are  larking  nn  t.hp  whole,  although  sitp  specific  influences 
are  present,  during  spring  runoff  periods.  — 


Views  are  at  times  panoramic.  Vistas  of  the  higher  mountain  slopes  as  well 
as  Cross  Mountain  add  somewhat  to  the  quality  of  the  site,  hut,  generally  do 
not  have  great  impacts  upon  the  visual  experience. . 


Modifications  do  not  exist  resulting  in  a  natural  appearing  landscape  of 
moderate  visual  quality. 
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Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  086-Thompson  Draw_ 
Film:  Roll  #   9     Frame  #  14,15,16 


/  14 


Landscape  Character: 


Date                  5/20/79 

Evaluator(s)          LAB.  MF 

Time  of  Day      11:00  a.m. 

Weather        sunny 

Basin/Rolling  Hills 

General  Narrative:   Thompson  Draw, 
sage  and  grasslands  in  the  region. 


is  characteristic  of  other  relatively  flat 
However,  the  homogeneous  landscape  differs 


remarkably  with  respect  to  its  ad.iacent  scenery.  Rnrdered  on  t.hp  smith  hv 

Douglas  Mountain,  and  to  the  north  and  west  by  light  sandstone  mpsas.  the  area 
has  an  enclosed  and  well  defined  atmosphere.  Dramatic  contrasts  in  color, 


which  would  otherwise  be  lacking  are  provided  bv  the  red  and  white  sandstone 
formations  of  the  surrounding  scenery.  . 


This  unit's  seasonal  fluctuation  in  water  has  little  influpnr.p  nn  its  overall 
rating.  Cultural  modifications  are  limited  to  grazing  and  some  isolated 


ranches, 
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Planning  Unit   Nipple  Rim  -  Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  087-Morth  Slope/_ 

Douglas  MfnT 
9 


Film:  Roll  f 


Frame  #   16 


Landscape  Character: 


Date            4/ZU//9 

Evaluator(s)        MF,  LAB 

Time  of  Dav      12:00  noon 

Weather        sunny 

Mountains 

General  Narrative:   The  North  Slope  to  Douglas  Mountain  is  a  steep,  fairly 
uniform  slope  that  drops  from  the  gentle  sloping  top  ot  the  mountain  to 
Browns  Park'  it  is  a  dominant  landscape  feature  and  acts  as  a  boundary  to 


Browns  Park  ana  valley  floor. 


Thi s  slope  is  covered  with  pinynn  junipers  on  the  lower  slopes,  while 


Ponderosa  Pine  dominate  the  higher  sloppy-  The  veqetational  pattern  is_aiV£X££- 

throughout  the  area,  with  some  slopes  having  a  solid  canopy,  while  other . — 

slopes  have  scattered  isolated  patter ns~ofthese  two  dominant  species. — 


Some  rock  outcrops  are  present  within  the  unit,  and  as  a  result  the  slope 
appears  somewhat  broken  in  pattern,  color,  and  relief.  . — 


Modifications  do  not  exist,  primarily  due  tn  the  degree  nf  slope. — The  ahsenre 
of  modifications  makes  the  unit  appear  natural  and  undisturbed. 


Views  are  panoramic  to  the  north,  and  greatly  accentuate  this  slope  due  to  the 

contrasting  lesser  landforms  that  are  immediately  adjacent  to  the  mountain. 

Water  features  do  not  exist  within  the  area.  Overall .  the  mountain  slope  IS 


visually  interesting  due  to  its  distinct  rise  over  surrounding  areas,  and  acts 
as  a  visual  definition  to  the  Browns  Park  and  Douglas  Mountain. 
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Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit      088-Douglas  Mountain 

Film:     Roll   I         9 . 

Frame  #      20-23,  25-29 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/20/79 


Evaluator(s)    LAB,  MF 


Mountains 


Time  of  Day 

Weather  sumy 


11:00  a.m. 


General  Narrative:   The  Douglas  Mountain  range  is  located  east/west  along  the 

southern  portion  of  Browns  Hark.  The  ranges  diversity  in  elevation  and  slope 

along  with  orientation  resulted  in  3  distinct  visual  units.  This  unit  contains 
those  areas  ot  the  mountain  which  are  located  along  the  summits.  Their  features 


are  noticeably  flatter,  more  broad  areas  in  comparison  to  the  steep  slopes. 


Due  to  the  higher  elevation  the  vegetation  is  predominantly  an  open  forest  of 
mature  stands  of  Ponderosa  Pine,  with  some  junipers  or  aspen.  A  majority  of 


the  area  is  exposed  relatively  smooth  Pennsylvania  sandstone  formation^ 

Other  shrublayer  species  such  as  sage,  are  located  throughout  the  area. Large — . — 

tree  trunks  and  other  weathered  wood,  often  chattered  adds  to  this  area^distinctive 

quality.  The  deep  reds  in  the  sandstone  and  soil  provide  impressive  contrasts  in 

color,  with  the  surrounding  vegetation.  These  areas  have  a  richness  in  character 

which  is  only  complimented  by  the  spectacular  panoramic  views  of  the  surrounding 

areas. 


The  scarcity  and  uniqueness  of  this  area  is  evident  in  the  amount  ot  recreational 
use  and  seasonal  hunting.  Any  modifications  within  such  a  fragile  environment 


should  be  considered  with  caution,  due  to  the  amount  of  time  required  for 


vegetation  to  establish  itself. 
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Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit   089-S.  Douglas  Mtru_ 
Film:  Roll  #    9    ■ 


Frame  i 


11 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/20/79 


Fvaluator(s)   MF,  LAB 


Time  of  Dav    12:00  noon 
Weather   sunny 


Mo  u  ntains  -  Ridges  &  Narrow  Vail  eye 


General  Narrative: 


The  southern  aspect  to  Douglas  Mountain  consists  of  a  series 


of  ridoes  and  narrow  valleys  which  fall  dramatically  to  Dinosaur  National, 


Ul   [  IUUCS  emu  no  I  i  un  vu  i  iv-jt-j  "Miv.li  ■  ~  ■  ■ — -■ ■' ■ — —  ,    , 

Monument  to  the  south.  Rock  outcrops  of  multi-color^  sandstones  are  throughout 
the  area  and  greatly  add  to  the  diversity  and  contrast  of  this  area. 


Steep  precipitious  walls  are  dominant  elements  within  the  area  nn  a  site 
s pecific  scale. ,___ — 


"Many  creeks  and  valleys  "are  situated  throuqhout"TheIunTi  and  add„^iyjins_ily_ 
To  the  unit  as  well  as  create  contrast "Informs,  textures  and  colore 


VpnPtaf.inn  is  fairly  diverse  within  the  area  consisting  of  PonderQsa,_Pln£^ 
.juniper,  saaes  and  grasses,  and  a  variety  of  shrubs  as  understory. 


Vegetation  does  not  completely  cover  the  site,  rather  a  variety  of  patterns 
and  densities  exist. . 


Water  features  do  exist  in  the  unit  and  are  dominant  on  site  specific  scales. 


Views  are  diverse  and  interesting,  with  pannramir.  t.n  enclosed,  to  focal- 


•Overall.  the~^FIa  is  unmodified  and  is  natural.  Visual  experiences  are 
constantly  changing  within  this  interesting  somewhat  unique  landscape,  . 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


High 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Medium 


Low 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Cultural  Modification 


0 


0 


-4 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  1  1  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rating 

083. A 


Subtotal 


-  Total. 


2L 


/N 


A,  B,  or  L 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  F 


District  Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  090-East  Boone  Draw 
Film:  Roll  5?    10     Frame  #  5 __ 


11 
RKawsxi?    14 


7 
4 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


..5/20/79 


Evaluator(s) 


LAB.  MF 


Time  of  Day    11:00  a.m. 

Weather    sunny 

Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:    The  East  Boone  Draw  rating  unit  is  located  in  the  north  of 

Douglas  Mountain  and  west  of  the  Little  Snake  River  Valley.  It  developed 

drainage  patterns  which  has  resulted  in  an  eroded  and  dissected  terrain    

similar  to  the  Simsberry  Draw  unit  located  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  Little 

bnake  Kiver  vai ley.  . 


The  vegetation  in  both  these  areas  is  limited  to  saaes  and  .Juniper  with  no 
regular  pattern  perceivable.  Although  little  difference  in  e1evat^°']^th^ 


ridges  and~vaTTe.ys  slope  is  dramatic  enough  so  that  vision  within  the  gulches 
is  very   confined. . 


The  most  obvious  difference  betwppn  these  two  units  is  the  more  dominant 

appearance  nf  the  light.pr  sandstnnp  soils  and  decomposed  bedrock  which  exist. 


along  steeper  nnvPQPt.at.sd  slnnes.  within  the  Fast.  Fnnne  nraw  unit   These  exposed 

slopes  provide  color  contrast  with  thP  scattered  juniper  whose  gnarled  patterns — 

becomes  accentuated  with  the  linht  colored  background. 


Influence  from  adjacent  scenery  is  limited  to  the  ridges  where  panoramic,  views 
can  be  seen  of  Dounlas  Mountain.  Cross  Mountain  and  other  less  dominant 


ridges, 


The  area  is  relatively  free  from  cultural  modifications,  with  the  grazing  being. 


the  only  type  of  use 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


High    Medium 


Cultural  Modification  | 
Subtotal    _ 


Low 


0 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


2 


4 


=  Total 


14 


Class  A 

19-33 

Class  B 

12-18 

Class  C 

1  1  or  Less 

SQRU 

Final  Rating 

090 

B 

B   ' 

^ 

A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit        Browns   Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    091-John  We11er_Mesa_ 
Film:      Roll   $        9  Frame  #  17,   30-34 


imw/f. 


10 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/19/79 


Evaluator(s) 


LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Dav   3:0°  P-m- 
Weather   sunn^ 

Mesa  


Gpnpral   Narrative'      Located  to  the  north  of  the  Douglas  Mountain  range,  this. 

Geuni?  consists  of  T series  ot  mesas^cateOiw^^ 

-  U  is  ot  a  homogeneous  nlIUre~wnh~mtTe'  or  no  slopT.  HoweverJ8_thesej]]gsaj 
oTTer  some  variety  in  vegetation  with  varying  expanses  of  sagebrush. .and— — 
lunioer.      the  most  importanTTisual   favor  within  this  area  is  the  influence. 

-o  thg  nnrth  i  j  f.hp  Col d  Spring  Mountain  Range  ind-fcfl. 


ot  adjacent  sceneryT 


the  south  is  the  Douglas  Kahge. 
along  the  mesa  edges. 


~Also,vistas   into  the  draws  are  possible. 


However 


CTTETe  Tn  EnTway  5T  nilturaTHOTTfTHtions  can  bFeonTidered  here  . 
due  to  the  are^rTroxwrEy"to  uinosaurlTational   Parg   its  poijjt_of_gsress 
-this  unit  is  highly  visid 


e. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


High 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 


1 


2 


0 


0 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A      19-33 
Class  B       12-18 

7, — \ 

Class  C       I  1  or  Less 
SQRU        Final  Ratin 

091 


nnoj_ 


Subtotal 


+ 


+ 


=  Total  — 


11 


A,   B,   or  C 


jfr 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FO 


M 


District 


Craig 


Date 


5/21/79 


Planning  Unit 


Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  092-Cross  Canyon 
Film:  Roll  i  10  


Frame  #   28,  31 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s) 


MF.   LAB 


Time  of  Day    9:00  a.m. 

Weather      sunny 

Canyon  


General  Narrative:  The  Yampa  River  has  cut  through  Cross  Mountain  and  created 
Cross  Canyon,  a  distinctive  isolated  canyon.  This  canyon  drops  1000'  at  its 


greatest  relief,  all  of  which  is  extremely  vertical.  Exposed  rock  outcrops 

of  various  geologic  origins  dominate  the  canyon.  Colors  are  extremely  diverse 


throughout  the  canyon  and  display  the  history  through  the  geologic  make  up. 


Vegetation  does  not  exist  within  the  canyon  due  to  the  vertical  walls  and  the 
lack  of  a  flat  valley  floor.  The  river  is  also  a  dominant  element  and  is  fast 
flowing  with  many  rapids.  This  general  area  is  a  rafters  paradise,  but  within 


the  canyon  itself,  the  river  is  too  fast  with  many  vertical  drops  of  up  to  15 
Because  of  the  extreme  conditions,  only  the  very  best  can  survive  the 


teet. 


river. 


This  canyon  is  very  distinctive  because  it  is  somewhat  isolated  from  the  much 
larger  Dinosaur  Monument  Canyons  which  are  located  rouahlv  spven  miles  to  the 


west. 


Views  into  the  canyon  are  extremely  limited  to  the  beginning  and  end  of  the 

canyon.  The  dramatic  sections  of  the  canyon  are  remote  and  cannot  be  seen  unless 


one  tries  to  float  this  section  of  the  Yampa.  Though  most  of  the  canyon  is  not 
visible,  it  nevertheless  is  beautiful,  dramatic  and  awesome. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

5 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

I 

1 

3 

Water 

5 

3 

0 

5 

k 

Color 

5 

3 

1 

4 

5 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

0 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

5 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

O        |  -4 

2 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  I  I  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rating 

092      A 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


22 


A\ 


A,  B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    093-Thomas  Draw 
Film:     Roll   #         9 Frame  #  24,30 


&x_iK£x# 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/20/79 


Evaluator(s)  MF,  LAB 


Time  of  Day   2:00  p.m. 
Weather    sunny 


Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:   This  area  is  situated  below  Douglas  Mountain  to  the  north 
and  is  primarily  an  area  of  low  uniform  rolling  hills,  Sin  ilar  to  most  areas 


below  Douglas  Mountain,  this  area  appears  as  a  mesa,  much  like  Unit  091,  Wei  let 

Mesa: — rhe  primary  distinguishing  feature  ot  this  unit  is  that  it  is  vegetated 

with  dense  stands  of  pinyon  jumper  which  are  broken  by  grasslands  and  sages 


which  extend  up  from  the  lower  reaches  ot  the  unit. 


"Water~and  color  are  both  limits,  wTtFj  no  wat.Pr  fpat.ures  other  than  intermittent 
streams  and  generally  muted  green  tones. . — 


The  only  color  diversity  is  site  specific  and  lies  in  the  white  sandstone 

outcrops  that  are  confined  to  the  small  drainages.  This  feature  is  not  noticed 
on  a  regional  scale. — ■ 


The  main  element  of  this  unit  is  the  adjacent  scenery,  more  specifically 

Douglas  Mountain.  This  landform  rises  up  out  of  the  unit  to  the  south  and  is 
the  only  relief  from  a  monotonous  visual  experience. 


Overall  the  area  lacks  any  visual  variety  and  owes  much  to  the  adjacent 
scenery  immediately  adjacent  to  this  area. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


High 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


0 


Low 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


12 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  I  1  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rating 

09J3 __ 


A,   Bs  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  094-Dinosaur  Entrance 
Film:  Roll  f     9 


Frame  # 


36 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 

5/?1/79 

Evaluator(s) 

MF, 

LAB 

Time  of 

Day         7:15 

P. 

m. 

Weather 

sunny 

Rolling 

Hills 

General  Narrative: 

sections  of  Dinosaur 


This  unit  is  located  immediately  east  of  the  northern 
ational  Monument. 


Consisting  of  a  rolling  lowland 
'landscape,  this  area  is  a  mixture  between  Unit  093  and  091 


With  similar 


topographic  variations  to  Unit  093,  and  somewhat  similar  vegetative  patterns 

as  Unit  091,  is  an  intermediate  transitionary  landform.  Smooth  undulating 

slopes  are  typical.  Vegetation  consists  primarily  of  grass  and  sage  lands — 
with  some  small  groves  ot  pinyon-juniper  associations  which  add  some  variety 
to  the  landscape. . 


Water  features  are  limited  and  are  not  dominant  elements  within  the  unit. 


The  primary  influence  upon  the  unit  is  from  Diamond  Mountain  and  the 

monument.  These  steep  dramatic  slopes  add  greatly  to  the  unit's  scenic 


gual ity. 


This  area  contains  the  only  access  to  the  northern  entrance  to  the  monument 

and  is  an  important  landscape  in  terms  of  providing  for  an  unmodified 

entrance  to  tne  park.  


but  should  stay  relatively  free  nf  modifications 


Overall  the  unit  is  common, 

because  of  the  impact  they  could  have  on  one  of  the  most  hpautiful  and  spectacular 

national  parks  within  the  state  if  not  the  region. . : 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


High 


Color     

Influence 


Scarcity 

Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


0 


0 


0 


2-rollinq 


2-some  variety 


0-none 


2-some  variety 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C       I  I  or  Less 


3-Diamond  Mtn. 


1-common 


2-none 


SQRU 

094 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


12 


Final  Rating 

B 


A,   B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    095-Douglas  Draw        _ 
Film:     Roll   #  9 Frame  #       18,19,31 

fttttf/4      i° 4 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/21/79 


Evaluator(s) 


LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day    7:00  p.m. 
Weather   sunny 


Draw  or  Valley 


General  Narrative:   Located  to  the  north  of  the  Douglas  Mountain  range  the 

Douglas  Draw  area  is  an  intermixed  area  of  mesa  and  draws  which  are  separated 
'Into  two  areas,   i he  draws  are  characteristically  flat  bottomed  with  varying 


heights  of  steep  side  walls.  The  vallpv  floors  *rp>   prpdnminantl v  sanps  and — 
grasslands  which  accentuate  the  mostly  unvegetatpr^  linht.  rnlorprl  sirfp  slnnps 
In  areas  where  slopes  allow..iunipers  are  found  in  a  sraff.preri  nnpn  naffprn. — 
Their  dark  green  appearance  is  heightened  when  seen  with  the  various  white. — . 
to  tan  colored  alluvial  deposits. , 


Ihe  scale  of  these  draws  varies  somewhat,  but  within  each  type  your  v,iew_Ls_ 

restricted  and  influence  is  site  specific.  Water  is  subject  to  seasonal 

fluctuations  and  has  little  influence  on  the  overall  rating. 


Cultural  moditications  are  limited  to  grazing  which  has  little  influence 
on  the  overal I  rating.  


Score  (Circli 

^  Appropriate  Level) 

. 

High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

3 

2 

Vegetation 

5 

3 

1 

2 

3 

Water 

5 

3 

0 

0 

h 

Color 

5 

3 

i 

3 

]5_ 

Influence 

5 

3 

0 

0 

o 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

! 

2 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 



2 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  I  i  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rating 


toI 


Q9 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


22. 


/N 


A,  B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORI 


District      Craig 

Planning  Unit  Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  096-Diamond  Mtn, 
Film:  Roll  #    9      Frame  #   35,  36 


Frame  #  ^ 


35,  36 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


4/21/79 


Evaluator(s)    MF,  LAB 


Time  of  Day  6:15  p.m. 
Weather   sunny  


Mountains 


General  Narrative:    The  Diamond  Mountain  unit  lips  to  t.hp  wpst  nf  ninnsaur 
Monument  and  south  of  Browns  Park.  This  area  consists  of  a  series  of  very 
steep  ridges  and  somewhat  narrow  valleys.  All  these  ridges  extend  down  out 


or  the  top  ot  Diamond  Mountain  and  as  the  name  implies,  are  very  angular 


uniform  ridges.  Rock  outcrops  of  red  sandstone  dominate  the  unit,  and  arp  in — 

uplifted  solid  bands  that  cover  all  the  ridges.  The  landforms  and  rock 

outcrops  are  very  distinct  and  visually  interesting  due  to  their  sharp  angles. 


1  he  Ridges  and  Mountain  as  a  whole  jut  out  of  Browns  Park  and  dominate  visual 
elements  when  viewed  from  the  Park  Floor.        


Vegetation  is  primarily  pinvon  .juniper  on  the  lower  slnpps.  hut  as  plpvat.ion 
increases,  Ponderosa  Pine  begin  to  appear.  The  slopes  are  covprpd  completely 


except  where  sheer  rock  wall  walls  are  present. 


Water  is  not  a  dominant  element  on  a  regional  scale  but  would  be  on  a  site 
specific  scale  during  periods  of  heavy  runoff.  


here  are  no  modifications  present  within  the  unit  which  preserve  its  natural 


rugged  beauty.  Overall,  the  area  is  very  dramatic  and  dnminat.ps  t.hp  visual 

experience  for  those  who  travel  through  Browns  Park  to  Dinosaur  National 

Monument.  It  is  an  interesting  area  high  in  scenic  quality. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Levei) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


High 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


0 


-4 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 


SQRU 

_J196_ 


Final  Rating 


t 


J_ 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


19 


/i\ 


A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Nipple  Rim 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    Q97-Two  Bar  Spring 

Film:     Roll   §      10 Frame  #  11,   13,   14,   16 

Frame  i    jj  M 

Landscape  Character: 


Date     5/21/79 


Evaluator(s)    LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day   1°:P°  a-m« 
Weather     sunny 


Ridges  &  Narrow  Vallevs 


General  Narrative:   Tne  Two  Bar  Spring  area  forms  a  visual  and  physical  boundary 
for  a  large  drainage  basin  which  occupies  the  central  portion  nf  Nipple  Rim 


Planning  Unit,  These  ridges  and  narrow  valleys  provide  a  varipty  of  visual 
appearances.  The  ridges  are  approximately  formed  alonn  pi  rnntar-t  point  nf 


Browns  Park  formation  and  Bridger  formation  sedimentary  layers.  Many  of  thp 

slopes  are  highly  dissected  and  eroded,  revealing  a  variety  of  rolorpd  sand-.. 

stones,  si  Itstones  and  other  sedimentary  layers. 


At  higher  elevations  along  steep  slopes,  junipers  have  establi^^  fhpm^plvp^ 
and  provide  aUramatic  contrast  with  the  reds,  tans  and  grays  of_thp  exposed— 

bedrock  and  decomposed  rock.  Small  relatively  flat,  vail  py<;  hpf.wppn  thp^p 

ridges  ar-e  mostly  sages  and  grasses,  with  juniper  starting  jn  as  the  slnpp 

increases.  Occasional  pinyon  are  found  along  sheltered  side  slnpps. 


Uue  to  its  terrain  few  roads  -exist  in  this  area.  Although  this  ridgp  nrovirlps 
a  Dackdrop  tor  the  sand  wash  basin  area,  most  of  the  views  are  site  specifir. 

Higher  ridges,  however,  do  provide  panoramic  views  of  the  entire  planning 

unit  to  tne  north  and  the  south.  


Score  (Circl< 

a  Appropriate  Level) 

' 

High 

Medium 

Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 

1 

Landform 

5 

3 

1 

3 
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Vegetation 
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3 
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3 

5 

influence 

5 

3 

0 

1 

6 

Scarcity 

6 

2 

1 

2 

7 

Cultural  Modification 

2 

0 

-h 

2 

Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C       I  1  or  Less 


SQRU 

097 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


Final  Rating 

B 


A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Nipple  Rim 


Scenic  Quality  Rating   Unit    098-Sevenmile  Ridge 
Film:     Roll   #       10 


Frame  #      18,  20,  23 
Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/21/79 


Evaluator(s) 


LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Dav   10:00  a-m- 
Weather    sunny 


Ridges  and  Valleys 


General  Narrative:   The  Sevenmilp  Ridge  which  runs  north/smith  has  been  differentiated 
between  its  east  facing  and  west  facing  slopes.  This  unit  is  comprised  of  a  spnes. 

-  of  ridnes  and  valleys  on  the  west  side  of  the  ridge  whjrh  is  adjacent  to  the  more 
Hram.tir  sTopis  of  NiDole  Rim.  This  af¥a  is  an  example  of  a  moderately  dissected 

-  and  eroded  landscape.   I  he  steeper  slopes  are  mostly  unvegetated  and  the  exposed 

— light  rnlnrpd  soil  and  decomposed  rock  provide  contrasts  with  the  flatter  more 

■  vegetated  slopes. — Due  to  the  higher  elevation,  juniperare  found  scattered _ 

throughout  the  area,  but  are  restricted  to  gullies  or  side  slopes  which  are — 
somewhat  sheltered  from  the  wind.  Sages  and  various  grasses  are  wjsjj  established — 
on  the  flatter  slopes.  . 


Although  the  landform  of  this  rating  unit  is  a  result  of  drainage  erosion,  the 
presence  of  water  is  periodic  and  has  little  influence  on  the  overall  rating. 
Adjacent  scenery  also  has  little  influence. _ . 


"This  area  is  somewhat  isolated  with  respect  to  roads  coming  intoJJi, 
modifications  are  restricted  to  sheep  grazing  because  of  the  land  s  relative 

unproductivity. 
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Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  099-Dugout  Draw 
Film:     Roll  #  10 _ 


Frame  # 


19 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/21/79 


Fvaluator(s)    LAB.  MF 


Time  of  Dav   10:00  a.m. 
Weather    sunny 


Ridges  &  Valley 


Dugout  Draw  includes  most  of  the  western  slopes  along 


General  Narrative:_ 

Sevenmile  Ridge.  This  area  which  runs  north/south  parallel  to  Nipple  Rim  and 


consists  of  less  dramatic  slopes  and  vegetation  than  those  slopes  along  the, 
eastern  side.  Although  the  landform  is  expressive  of  stream  and  drainage 


The  valleys  and 


erosion,  "slopes  are  not  severe  enough  to  restrict  vegetation. 

ridges  are  much  broader  and  shallower  than  the  eastern  slopes  with  sages  and 

grasses  as  the  predominant  vegetation;,  ancTTsolated  pockets  ot  juniper,, 


The  absence  of  exposed  bedrock  and  soil  as  well  =tg  a  SJ&EEgaSS  in  the  nnmher 
of  .junipers,  result  in  a  lack  of  contrasts,  color  and  texture. — Permit  of — 
the  relative  height  of  this  area,  its  adjacent  scenery  has  little  influence. 


Limited  access  and  relatively  unproductive  lands  are  a  few  of  the  reasons 

for  the  absence  of  cultural  modifications.  Some  sheep  grazing  is  evident  but 
it  has  little  effect  on  the  overall  rating. 
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Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    100-Sand  Wash 
Film:     Roll   #  10 


Frame  i 


12,   15,   16 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/21/79 


Fvaluator(s)    LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day 


7:00  p.m. 


Weather   sunny 


River  Valley /Rasin 


General  Narrative:   The  majority  of  the  central  portion  of  Nipple  Rim  is  comprised 
of  a  large  drainage  basin  which  lies- between  Vermillion  Bluffs  and  the  Nipple 


Ridge.  Although  relatively  homogeneous  in  character  subleties  within  the  ba: 
result  in  a  delineation  of  several  landscape  character  types.  The  Sand  Wash 
rating  unit  is  that  portion  of  the  Sand  Wash  Creek  which  broadens  out  into  a 
river  valley,  at  the  base  of  the  basin. 


The  lack  of  terrain  within  the  floodplain  area  is  what  sets  it  apart  from  the 

surrounding  area.  Vegetation  is  limited  to  sages  and  a  few  isolated  floodplam 


shrubs  and  located  in  a  pattern  which  follows  the  stream  bed. 


Sandwash  might  be  more  appropriately  termed  as  an  arrovo  rather  than  rivpr  valley. 
Its  landform  is  characteristic  of  both,  but  the  sparse  vegetation  and  intenpttencx 


The  pronounced  dry  river  bed  is 


of  the  stream  are  more  typical  of  the  former. 

used  extensively  in  the  area  by  dirt  bikes.  Conflicts  between  this  type  of  of.- 


road  vehicular  recreation  and  grazing  of  the  BLM  wild  horse  herd  will  require 
investigation  as  to  what  solutions  are  available. 


Lack  of  diversity  within  this  landscape  results  in  a  strong  dominance  from  the 
adjacent  scenery  which  moderately  enhances  its  overall  ratine^ 
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Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    101-Yellow  Cat  Wash 
Film:     Roll   #  10 . 


Frame  i         8,9,10,21,22 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    5/21/79 


Evaluator(s)    LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day   3:30  P-m- 

Weather        sunny 

Rolling  Hills 

General  Narrative:  The  majority  of  a  large  drainage  basin  in  the  central  portion — _ 
of  Nipple  Rim  is  divided  into  two  rating  units,  Clay  Buttes  and  Yellow  Cat  Wash.  .,_. 
ihe  latter  differs  from  Clay  Buttes  in  its  more  uniform  topography  which  con- 


sisted of  a  series  of  draws.  The  lower  elevations  of  these  draws  have  eroded- 
exposing  various  bands  of  soils  and  decomposed  rock.  Higher  elevations  parti; 


cularly  along  the  eastern  boundary  on  Seven  Mile  Ridge  contain  some  scattered 
pinyon  juniper  associations.  These  species_  can  be  found  in  some  of  the  small 
"drainages,  but  overall,  the  unit  is 
istic  of  this  arelu 


dominated  by  sages  and  grasses  character- 


Al though  the  slope  within  the  whole  basin  appears  constant,  the  eastern 

portion  (Yellow  Cat  Wash)  is  steeper.  The  majority  of  this  area  has  limited 


access  in  the  form  of  jeep  trails  or "unimproved  dirt  rnads.  The  only  uses 
currently  existing  within  this  area  is  wild  horse  grazing  which  the  BLM 
controls  with  its  annual  round  up. 


With  the  exception  of  panoramic  views  along  Seven  Mile  Ridge,  views  are 
confined  within  the  entire  basin  area.  
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Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  102  -  Clay  Buttes  _ 
Film:  Roll  #   10      Frame  #  6,7,10,11,21,22 


MM  I  4    n 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/21/79 


Fvaluator(s)   LAB.  MF 


Time  of  Day  7:00  .p.m. 
Weather    sunny 


Rolling  Hills 


General  Narrative:    This  unit  comprises  the  western  half  of  a  large  drainage 
basin  located  between  Vermi  I  lion  Blutts  and  Nipple  Ridge.  It  can  best  be 


described  as  an  open  expanse  with  little  or  no  continuity  in  its  terrain. 

Small  subtle  changes  in  the  area  are  similar  to  small  buttes  with  relatively 
steep,  unvegetated  side  slopes.  Small  auroras  are  also  common  and  being  the.. 
only  source  ot  water,  they  have  little  visual  effect.  


Vegetation  is  very   sparse  and  limited  to  mostly  small  sages,  cactus,  wildflowers 

'and  a  very   tew  jumpers.  Most  ot  the  terrain  is  unvegetated  with  a  few  clay 

and  sandstone  beds  ot  ground  rock,  but  mostly  bare  soil  with  large  aggregates 

is  typical.  


This  area  is  fairly  unproductive  and  is  used  for  sheep  grazing.     The  relative 

lack  of  diversity  in  the  homogeneous  landscape  accounts  for  a  minimal   ranking. 
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Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  103-Sheepherder  Springs 
Film:     Roll   $      10  Frame  #     6,7 


IT 
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31.32 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/21/79 


Evaluator(s) 


LAB,   MF 


Time  of  Day          7:00  P.m. 
Weather  sunny 


Rolling  Hills 


General   Narrative:  This   area  consists  nf  the  lower  snut.hpa stern  sIopps  of 

the  Lookout  Mountain  ridge.      It  is  characteristically  a   series  of  eroded 


parallel   ridges  and  valleys.     Most  of  the  slopes  are  unveaetated  with  some 

sages  and  grasses.     The  exception  to  this  being  the  western  portion  of  the 

rating  unit  which  has   scattered  pin, yon  and  juniper,  where  slopes  are  steeper. 


Access  to  and  within  this  area   is   limitpri  to  nnmaintainpri  dirt  maris  and   jeep 
trails.    Land  uses  are  predominantly  grazing  of  eitk£r_livpstnck ..jar, wild  hnrsps 


The  major  differences  between  t.hp  upper  and  lower  slopes  and  the  swrrQundiflfl. 
basin  is  primarily  a  result  of  geologic  processes. — — _ — _ — 
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Landscape  Character: 


Badlands 


General  Narrative:   Located  on  the  southeastern  slopes  of  Douglas  Mountain, 
the  Sawmill  Canyon  rating  unit  is  a  badland; type  of  landscape.  Its  various 
colored  bands  of  soil  and  decomposed  rock  which  have  been  highly  eroded 
offer  a  picturesque  and  colorful  backdrop  for  the  Yampa  River  Valley. 


Vegetation  is  limited  to  scattered  pockets  of  sagebrush  and  a  few  .juniper 
near  the' top,  of  the  ridges.  These  predominantly  unvegetated  steep  slopes 
sharply  contrast  to  the  open  evergreen,  torest  on  uoug.l<*s  fountain.  Although 
this  area  appears  distinctive  within  this  isolated  pocket  it  is  similar  to 
other  areas  in  the  region.  The  influence  of  the  surrounding  adjacent  scenery 
is  what  adds  to  its  scenic  quality. 


Although  this  area  is  larking  cultural  modifications .  its  proximity  f.n 

one  of  the  few  points  of  arrps-s  to  the  Dinosaur  National  Mnnnmpnt,  make  it,  a 
highly  visible  area  and  thprpfnrp  any  mndif icatinns  in  tfafi  landscape  should 
be  revipwpri  with  caution. 
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Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  105-Sheephead  Basin 
Film:  Roll  i        11 


Frame  §        3,4 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    5/21/79 


Evaluator(s)   LAB>  MF 


Time  of  Day   7:00  p.m. 
Weather   sunny 

Basin 


General  Narrative: 


Located  south  of  Highway  318,  Sheephead  Basin  is  situated 
It  is  one  of  the  few  examples  of  a  basin 


within  the  Bears  Ears  Mountains 

with  an  -mward  drainage  pattern.   I  he  terrain  is  relatively  constant 


slope.  Vegetation  is  restricted  to  sages  whose  stunted  growth  form 
exemplifies  the  area's  harsji  and  dry  environment. 


Standing  in  the  depressed  area  in  the  center  one's  view  is  limited  t"  thp  horizon, 

line  along  the  basin  rim.  The  nnrthw^t.prn  hnundarv  provides  views  of  the. 

Bears  Ears  area,  but  this  has  little  effect  00  the  overall  dominance  of  the  . _ 

horizon  line. — — — — — — 


This  area  is  used  for  grazing  which  appears  to  be  seasonal,  due  to  the  limited. 
c onditions.  Otherwise  modifications  are  nonexistent,  in  the  visually  isolated.. 


area.  Roads  into  the  basin  are  unimproved  dirt  roads. 
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Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    106-Bears  Ears  Unit 
Film:     Roll   f  11  Frame  #     7 


Fraraextfx       ^ 


1,2,3,4 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/21/79 


Evaluator(s)   LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Dav   6:3°  P-m- 

Weather         sunny 

Mountains 


General  Narrative:   The  Bears  Ears  Unit,  located  north  of  Highway  318  and  west  of 
lay,  consists  5T  a  ^pHps  nt  southwestern  falling  foothills  and  small  mountains 


he'bedrock  which  appears  to  be  predominantly  sandstones  and  shales  is  exposed 
in  Very  few  places,  with  a  relatively  dense  coyer  of  pinyon  juniper ,_  being  a 


more  dominant  feature.  Within  the  more  subtle  ridges  and  yalleys  of  the  area 

pinyon  are  better  established  in  the  valleys  with  junipers  stabilizing  on 

steeper,  well-drained  areas.  These  subtle  variations  in  terrain  result  in  a 
more  site  specific  visual  influence.  . 


Access  into  the  area  is  limited  to  secondary  dirt  roads  and  jeep  trails, — Land, 
uses  involve  some  grazing  and  recreational  off-road  vehicle  activity. 


The  area  has  a  somewhat  complex  drainage  pattern,  but  water  itself  is  intermittent 
and  doesn't  dominate  or  enhance  the  areas  overall  scenic  quality. 
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Planning  Unit  Browns   Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit     107-Irish  Canyon 
Film:     Roll   i  11 


Frame  #        8,9,29-32 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)   LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day_ 

Weather 

Canyon 


General  Narrative:   The  Irish  Canyon  unit  is  comprised  of  three  canyons,  all  of 
which  are  associated  with  Uo id  Spring  Mountain,  which  are  Irish  Canyon, 


Vermillion  Creek  and  Butte  Canyon.  Although  each  has  somp  diffprpnf  plpmpnts. 
with  respect  to  their  visual  expression  each  is  dramatic  with  st°pn  side^alls- 


of  a  range  of  different  colored  sedimentary  beds.  Within  thpsp  ranvnns 
the  striking  contrasts  in  the  colors  of  thesp  npar  vprfiral  hpds  is  nart  nf 

what  makes  them  unique.  The  structure  of  the  beds  and  P™  t.hpy  frarturp 

"becomes  an  added  contrast  which  enriches  the  diversity  within  this  arpa„ 


Pinyon  juniper  are  found  where  ever  slopes  will  allow.  Although  each  canyon 

has  a  creek  their  seasonal  fluctuations  prohibit  them  from  being  a  dominant 
element  ot  the  landscape.  Ihe  typical  pattern  for  these  canyons  is  to  dissect 
the  bedrock  perpendicular  to  its  bedding  plane,  however,  Irish  Canyon  makes 
a  sharp  turn  and  runs  parallel  with  the  uplifted  beds. 


Irish  Canyon  is  the  only  one  with  good  access,  and  is  a  highly  visible  rtrea . 

It  is  also  the  site  of  ancient  petroglyphs  and  should  hp  considered  as  a 

highly  sensitive  area.   , . 
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Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  108-  Browns  Park 

Film:  Roll  i  11     Frame  #  33-37 


Frame  # 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    5/21/79 


Evaluator(s)   6:30  p.m. 


Time  of  Day 
Weather 


sunny 


Broad  Valley 


General  Narrative:    Browns  Park  is  an  area  of  rolling  parkland  situated  between 
the  sandstone  formations  ot  Coldspring  and  Diamond  Mountains.  The  Green  River 

but  it  and  a  portion  of  land  to  either  side  of  the 
up  the  Browns  Park  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  which  meets  Dinosaur 


riows  tnrougn  the  park, 
maKe 


river 


National  Monument  at  the  beginning  of  Lodore  Canvon. 


The  remaining  portions  of  Browns  Park  consist  of  rplativelv  flat,  parkland — 
which  is  dissected  by  draws  which  carry  runoff  from  Coldspring  Mountain  and 
the  parkland  down  to  the  Green  River.  The  flatter  sides  arp  predominantly 
sages  and  grasses  while  the  steeper  eroded  drainageways  provide  variety  in 


color  with  light  colored  exposed  sedimentary  rock  and  debris  contrasting  with 


jumpers. 


Most  ot  Brown's  Hark  scenic  quality  is  due  to  adjacent  scenery  with  views  of 


MOSt    OT    brown    S    rarK    SCenjC    quality     is    uue    tu    aujaicni    jicncij    wiun     »■.....-.    wj 

the  river  and  its  lush  vegetation,  as  well  as  the  dramatic  red  sandstone  slopes 
ot  me  surrounding  mountains.  Highway  3TB  which  runs  through  Browns  Park  is  a 


high  Volume  roaa  with 
of  surrounding  scenic 


management  decisions 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Date    5/21/79 


Planning  Unit    Browns  Park 


Evaluator(s)    LAB,  MF 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  109-Lower  Cold  Spring  Mtn 

Film:  Roll  I   11 Time  of  DaX- 


6:30  p.m. 


Frame  #   32,34,37 


Landscape  Character: 


Weather 


sunny 


Mountain 


General  Narrative:    Lower  Cold  Spring  Mountain  is  comprised  of  the  southwest- 

facing  side  slopes  of  Cold  Spring -Mountain.  The  character  of  this  area  is 

extremely  uniform,  which  is  quite  different  from  other  mountains  within  the _ 

region.  Unlike  other  mou ntains,  Cold  Spring  Mountain  is  the  result  of  a  geologic 
folding  which  created  an" 


anticline.  The  axis  of  the  anticline  runs  along  the 


summit  ot  the  mountain  which  explains  this  area's  relativeflatness. 


The  side  slopes,  being  steeper  than  the  top,  have  areas  of  exposed  pre- 

cambrian  red  quartzite  sandstone  that  express  the  horizontal  bedding  planes. 

Throughout  these  side  slopes,  pinyon  and  juniper  provide  the  contrast  with 

the  surficial  bedrock. 


Drainage  patterns  have  created  some  variety  in  the  landfnm  nf  thp<;p  Onn.p<;T  . 
but  the  horizontal  layers  of  the  bedrock  provide  a  dominant  element  throughout 
ThP  grmthpac;fprn  cinppQ  nf  the  mountain  are  more  broken  UP  and 


the  ridqp. 

provide  greater  visual  variety.  All  along  this  area  views  of  Browns  Park  and 

Diamond  Mountain  can  be  seen. 


It  is  also  important  to  note  that  the  precambrian  sandstone  found  here  is 
unique  to  this  region  of  Colorado,  and  that  petroglyphs  have  been  found 
throughout  these  outcrops.  


Access  into  this  area  Is  limited  to  jeep  and  backpacking  trails,  with  those  as 
well  as  being  found  found  in  the  more  diverse  areas  near  Irish  Canyon. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District    Craig 

Planning  Unit     Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  110-Limestone_2idge_ 
Film:  Roll  #   n . . 


Frame  I   12,13,14,28 
Landscape  Character: 


Date    5/20/79 


Evaluator(s)    LAB,  MF 


Time  of  nav   4:00  p.m. 
UpathPr     sunny 
Mountain        


General  Narrative:  I  imestofieRidgeis  an  area  on  the  northern  slopes  of  Cold 

benerai      IWI|au'c' „ — , ■ T^l n..„     j-~     -i-u„     „,  +  ,,v*a    n-f    +  ha    mountains 


Spring  Mountain  near  the  eastern  en<T. 

giolwre  oTTgTn;   aTsTrncl:  visual   units  can  be  perceived. 


Due  to  the  nature  of  the  mountains 


This  ridge  is  made 


up  ot  uplifted  beds  of  liiriesto^e"andl;ha1e  which  contrast  greatly  with  the  d££{L 
yflH  n,0r^hnpn  hpdrnr-k  nt  Coldsprinq  Mountain.  The  southwest  basin  slopes  . 
are  prpdnimnant.lv  exposed  light  colored  sandstone  which  are  mostly  unvegetated  _ 
due  to  the  extreme  slope.      I  he  northeastern  slopes    lack  tne  exposed  rock,  but   ,. 

the  steep,  constant  slopes  are  dramatic,      me  vegetation  cover  is  mostly 

grass  With  pmyon  pine  and  juniper  scattered  about  in  a  random  pattern. 


This  ridge  as  we'll   as  the  rest  ot   Cold  Spring  Mountain  are  dominant_jQSual 
elements  within  the   landscape,   and  thergf^_Little  influence  from  the 


surrounding  area  ettects  this  unit's  overall   rating. 


The  area   ha^   no  natural   mndif iratinn   and  limited   across   into   it.      Tt-  morf 
dominant  featurP  is   its  dramatic   slope  whirh  rjsp«-   sJaaxfil^  nut  nf  a   rplatiuPl, 


flat  mesa, 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Browns  Park 


Planning  Unit  

Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  Ill-Cold  Spring  Mtn_ 

Film:  Roll  I    13 

Frame  #   22-26        _________ 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    5/21/79 


Evaluator(s) 

MF,   LAB 

Time  of  Day 

4:00  p.m. 

Weather 

sunny 

Mountain 

General  Narrative:   Located  in  the  western  portion  of  Browns  Park  planning  unit, — 
Cold  Spring  Mountain  plays  an  "important  visual  role  along  Highway  318.  Unlike 

many  of  the  surrounding  mountain  ranges.  Cold  Soring  is  the  result  nf  fnlrlpd _ 

beds  of  precambrian  quartzite  sandstone.  Due  to  its  origin  the  side  slnnes 

are  extremely  uniform,  with  only  river  cut  gullevs  providing  a  break  in  the. 


■  IJ»     — 1  t  I  I   I  Ul  III  J  11  I  I'D    ^'1  'J     '    I   w  V-  ■      ■w^-^     -j  ^   .   .  w^y  -*.  |-  -       —      ■ L|j-  -  ■_; 1 .T.  ,-  w  .■- -  —  »  -     ■  i  ■ 

andtorm.  The  summit  of  the  mountain  is  quite  different  than  the  side  slnnes. — - 

It  is  relatively  flat  with  a  slight  rounded  shape.  Vegetation  is  limited  to 

mostly  sages,  giving  the  summit  a  smooth  untextured  appearanceT  which  is  also 

"due  to  the  exposed  bedrock."  There  are  pockets  of  aspen  on  the  north  facing  slopes 

on  the  summit  which  are  located  around  underground  streams  which  have  surfaced. 

Aspens  "are  unique  to  Browns  Park  area  and  are  only  found  near  and  in  Beaver 


Park. 


Because  of  its   homogeneous  t.prrain  and  vpgpt.ation  J_  summit  nf  Cold  Spring 


has  little  visual    diversity,   but  it  does  offer  panoramic  views  arrnss 


Browns   Park  to  the  south   and  views  of  the   badlands   Find   Vermillion  Rluffs, 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unitl12-Ir1sn  Lakes 
Film:  Roll  #  n 


Frame  #  10,11,13,14,15,22 
23,24,28 ■ — 


RKa«8x#  13 


13 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    5/21/79 


Fvaluator(s)  LAB»  MF 


Time  of  Day   3:30  p.m. 

Weather   sunn^ 

Mesa 


General  Narrative:  The  Irish  Lakes  Mesa  is  adjacent  to  the  northfacing  slopes 

of  Cold  Spring  Mountain.  It  is  a  .homogeneous  landscape  consisting  of  relatively 


flat  terrain  with  sagebrush  and  grasses  as  the  dominant  species, 


The  visual  variety  within  this  area  is  derived  almost  snlplv  from  its  adiar.pnt 
scenery.  To  the  southwest  Limestone  Ridge  rises  sharply  i'P  from  tbfi  mpsa. 


To  the  northeast  panoramic  views  focus  on  the  badlands  tvpp  nf  character  nf 
major  draws  with  the  Vermillion  Bluffs  providing  a  bark  drop. 


Due  to  the  area's  proximity  to  Cold  Spring  Mountain  and  Irish  Canyon,  anv 

cultural  modifications  occurring  on  either  area"  will  visually. affect ^ the  other. 

Currently  modifications  are  limited  to  livestock  grazing  which  has  little 

influence  on  the  overall  rating.  
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District         Craig 


Planning  Unit  Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    113-Hanging  Tree  Flats 
Film:     Roll   §     1 Frame#     20,21 


Framgx#    11 


17,18,19 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/21/79 


Evaluator(s) 


MF,  LAB 


Time  of  Day  4:00  p.m. 
Weather     sunny 
Mesa 


General  Narrative:    Situated  between  Dry  Creek  draw  and  adjoining  drainages, 

this  unit  consists  ot  Hat  Mesa  tops  that  are  dominated  by  grasses  and  sages, 
1  he  unit  overall  lacks  anv  outstanding  characteristics  and  appears  very 


uniform  throughout. 


With  little  vegetation  and  water,  the  unit  is  rather  mundane. These  mesas — 

as  noted  earlier,  are  isolated  because  of  waters  influence  which  has  created 
distinct  drainages  which  sTTrround  almost  all  of  these  flat  landscapes. 


Views  are~panoramic  in  all  directions  and  are  dramatic  when  on  the  edge  of  the 

mesas.  These  vistas  are  of  the  broken,  eroded  stream  courses  which  greatly 

accentuate  the  uniformity  and  flatness  of  this  environment.   


Though  natural  in  appearance,  they  are  relatively  dull  in  vusnal  Quality. 

The  major  intrusions  within  the  area  consist  of  oil  rigs  which  do  not  seem — 
to  have  a  great  impact  upon  units  scenic  guality.  Because  of  limited  access 


at  this  time  the  true  extent  of  these  modifications  is  not  known. 
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Craig 


Date 


5/21/79 


Planning  Unit 


Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  114-Dry  Creek  Draw 
Film:  Roll  §        7 Frame#  20,21 


IT 
Btaxtex^  13 


T5 
Landscape  Character: 


20,21,24-27 


27,28 
1,2,10 


Evaluator(s)      MF,   LAB 


Time  of  Day 

Weather        sunny 


3: 30  p.m. 


River  Valley 


General  Narrative:   Dry  Creek  Draw  is  an  extensive  landscape  consisting  of  an 


extremely  diverse  series  of  drainages.  These  drainages  have  very  steep, 
broken,  and  eroded  sidewalls  which  contain  rock  outcrops  that  are   horizontal 


bands,   lalus  slopes  below  these  bands  separate  different  layers  of  geologic 
origins.   l~he  landforms  are  incredibly  diverse  and  are  dominant  features  with 


the  area. 


Colors  are  outstanding  with  yellows,  reds,  grays,  whit.ps  and  hrnwns. — Through 

the  interaction  of  shadows  in  combination  with  colors ,  tfafi  Hivprsit.y  of  paftprns. 
geologic  make  ups,  and  forms  is  truly  remarkable.    . - — 


These  sideslopes  are  accentuated  by  the  Flat  Valley  Floors  which  contain  the 

only  vegetation  within  the  area.  Vegetation  is  limited  to  sages  and  grasses . 

beyond  the  immediate  stream  course.  


Ihough  streams  are  seasonal,  they  would  be  dominant  factors,  and  have  been 
dominant  Tactors  in  the  development  of  this  area. 


views  outside  tne  unit  are  very   limited  and  have  no  impact  upon  this  landscape. 


This  area  is  unique  due  to  its  size  and  divprsity.  Whpn  nvprlnnking  thp  unit 

spectacular  views  are  dominant.  Within  the  unit,  a  varipty  nf  spatial 

experiences  result  as  onp  moves  throughout,  thJJs  intprp^ting J  Hynamir  landsrapp, 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit     115-Dianiond  Peak 
Film:     Roll  #      11 


Frame  I        15,16 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/21/79 


Evaluator(s)    MF,  LAB 


Time  of  Day 

4: 

00 

P 

m. 

Weather        sur 

ny 

Mountains 

General  Narrative:   Diamond  Peak  and  Middle  Mountains  are  situated  in  the  north- 


western  corner  of  this  planning  unit, 


Ihese  two  mountains  rise  out  or  mesa  landscapes  and  are  dominant  features 
within  the  immediate  area,  as  is  told  springs  Mountain  located  to  the  south. 


These  two  mountains  are  very  similar  in  appearance,  having  relatively  round 
tops  with  steep  to  moderately  sloping  faces.  These  mountains  are  broken  by 
a  series  of  streams  which  create  the  diversity  of  landforms  within  the  unit. 


Vegetation  is  somewhat  diverse  with  pinvnns  and  grasslands  nn  the  lower  slopes^, 
while  distinct  groves  of  aspens  and  pines  dominate  the  upper  slopes.  Ih£S_g_ 


vegetational  differences  are  accentuated  bv  the  grassland  environment  which 


climbs  roughly  half  wav  up  the  mountain  slope. 


Colors  are  seasonal  and  would  add  variety  to  the  predominantly  green  land- 
scape of  the  junipers  and  pines.  Views  are  quite  extensive  while  atop  the 
mountain  and  would  add  to  the  scenic  quality  because  of  the  preception  of 


differing  landforms. 


, 


There  are  no  modifications  within  the  area,   so  the  appearance  of  this  land- 
scape is  very  natural.     Overall,   the  mountains  are  interesting  due  to 

contrasting  elements  of  other  adjacent  landscapes. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 
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Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  116-Blue  Hill 

Film:  Roll  #    13 

Frame  #   7-12      


Landscape  Character: 


Date    5/21/79 


Fvaluator(s)    LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day_ 
Weather 


3:.30  p.m. 


sunny 


Ridges  &  Narrow  Valleys 


General  Narrative:  Within  Browns  Park  two  major  ridges  occur,  which  are  a  result 


of  geologic  uplifting.  Cold  Spring  Mountain  is  the  northern  ridne  And  has 

The  Blue  Hill  area  rnnsist.s  of  the  north- 


been  broken  up  in  several  areas 

eastern  slopes.  The  area  contains  a  series  of  parallel  ridges  and  narrow 

valleys  which  were  formed  by  uplifted  sandstone  beds. They  are  not,  as 

dramatic  as  other  areas,  in  that  thev  lack  dramatic  rork  nntrrnps. — Northern 


facing  slopes  rise  more  slowly  and  at  a  constant  rate  and  are  vegetated  with 

grasses  and  sages  and  juniper.  The  valley  areas  are  limited  to  sages  and 

grasses.  The  southfacing  slopes  however,  are  more  irregular  and  contain 

steeper  slopes  which  are  often  unvegetated  and  have  some  rock  outcrops. 

Vermillion  Creek  cuts  through  this  area  perpendicular  to  the  ridges. It  is 

nere  wnere  the  underlying  bedrock  is  most  easily  perceived. 


I  he  unusual  geologic  history  which  visually  expressed  along  these  ridges  make 
this  area  unique.  However,  due  to  the  presence  of  other  similar  but  more 
dramatic  areas,  its  scenic  value  is  not  a  high  rating. 


Rugged  terrain  and  limited  road  access  has  left  this  *>"p*  relatively  untouched 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 
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Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  117-South  Diamond  Peak 

Film:  Roll  $  13 , 

Frame  #     14,15,16,18,19 

Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/21/79 


^ 


Evaluator(s)               LAB, 

MF 

Time  of  Day     6:30  p.m. 
Weather       sunny 

Mountains 

General  Narrative: 


Diamond  Peak  is  situated  in  the  northwestern  corner  of  the 

Thi<;  unit  rpiM^': 


planning  unit  and  is  a  dominant  feature  in  the  landscape. 

of  the  southern  aspects  to  the  mountain  which  are,   moderately  sloninn  and 

generally  uniform  throughout.  This  slope  rises  up  out  Of  rnld  Spring  Mountain 


and  contains  similar  vegetative  patterns  as  Cold  Soring  Mountain.  partimlarl.y — 
on  the  lower  slopes.  . — — 


Grasslands  are  common  to  the  inwpr  slopes,  and  intermix  with  pvtpnsiyp  Tin par- 


patterns  of  aspen  and  dense  solid  stands  of  conifers  with  gains  in  plpvatian, 
Conifer/aspen-stands  are  typically  solid  in  pattern  at.np  this  slope. 


Water  teatures  are  limited  within  the  unit,  and  occur  in  the  form  of  natural 


springs.  Aspen  characteristically  follow  the  drainages  of  these  springs. 


Colors  are  seasonal,  and  would  be  spprtar.tilar  in  fall  and  spring.. — These 


would  greatly  accentuate  the  elevatinpal  vpgptativp  communities  and  contrast 

to  the  lesser  slopes  of  the  unit  as  well  as  the  dominant.! y  dry  landscapes 

to  the  east.      - — — 


There  are  no  modifications  within  the  area,   and   in  combination  with  Its 

limited  summertime  access    creates  a  natural   undisturbed  visual^  experience. 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  11s 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit    Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  118-Upper  Browns  Park 

Film:  Roll  f      11 

Frame  #     37 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/21/79 


Evaluator(s) 


LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day   6:22  p.m. 
Weather     surW 
Badlands 


General  Narrative:   Situated  at  the  base  of  Cold  Spring  Mountain  next  to  Browns 
Hark  is  a  highly  eroded  area  with. exposed  rock  and  decomposed  rock.  Ihis 


area  known  as  Upper  Browns  Park,  is  a  series  of  ridges  and  draws. The. 


ridges  consisting  of  mostly  light  colored  sandstones  and  limest.nnps.,  provides 
a  dramatic  contrast  with  the  red  sandstones  of  Cold  Spring  Mountain  in  behimL 
and  the  greens  ot  Browns  Park.  Within  the  area  itself,  the  sediment  layers 
ot  stones  highlight  the  deep  green  color" of  the  gnarled  juniper" trees,  which  . 


are  scattered  throughout  the  steep  well  drained  si  ones. — The  flatter  slnpps 

within  this  area  are  similar  to  Browns  Park.  However  onrp  down  in  onp  nf  these. 


draws  your  vision  is  restricted  to  the  immediate  area. 


These  types  of  eroded  slopes  and  draws  are  somewhat  common  the  area,  however.. 
the  influence  of  the  surrounding  scenery  is  such  that  the  scenp  when  viewed 
as  a  whole  is  somewhat  unigue. . . 


Because  of  this  area's  proximity  to  Dinosaur  National  Park  and  the  wildlife 
refuge  it  is  highly  visible  and  any  modifications  within  this  area  should  be 
considered  with  caution. . 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


High 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


0 


0 


-4 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C       1  1  or  Less 


SQRU 

118 B. 


Final  Rating 


Subtota^ 


=  Total 


14 


/N 


A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Planning  Unit 


Craig 


Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    119-Vermill  ion  Canyon 
Film:     Roll   §         9 Frame  #     37 


]%xa«<£x#     10 


Landscape  Character: 


2,3 


Date 


5/20/79 


Evaluator(s) 


LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day    4:00  P'm- 
Weather  sunn^ 


Rjypr  VrOley/Tanynn. 


General  Narrative:  Vermillion  Canyon  is  the  result  of  Vermillion  Creek  coming  in 
contact  with  and  cutting  through  more  resistent  layers  of  silt  and  sandstone. 

Located  southeast  ot  browns  Park  this  area  is  surrounded  by  mesas  whose 

flatness  and  the  strong  sense  ot  enclosure  within  the  canyon  prevent  the 


adjacent  scenery  from  having  any  influence. 


[he  creek,  subject  to  seasonal  fluctuations,  is  a  visible  element  but  not 

dominant  within  the  landscape.  Vegetation  as  well  has  limited  influence, and 
is  predominantly  located  along  the  river  banks  and  cither  areas  where  slopes 
Sages  and  grasses  are  the  major  species,  with  a  few  cottonwoods 


low. 


located  at  the  mouth  of  the  canyon  and  some  pinyon  and  juniper  scattered 
tnrougnout.    ~~~~~~~IIZ^^ZZII^^ZI—^———— - 


Colors  in  the  varying  bands  of  sedimentary  rock  are  dominant  elements 

within  this  area  and  provide  sharp  constrasts  where  pinyon  and  junipers  can  be 
found,  Lxcept  tor  grazing  this  area  has  little  in  the  way  of  cultural 
modifications.  


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 


Vegetation 


'Water 


High 


Color 


Medium 


Low 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


0 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 
Class  B  12-18 
Class  C       I  I  or  Less 


SQRU 

_L19__ 


Final  Rating 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


15 


A,   B,   or  C 


/j\ 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit       Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit    120-Upper  Dry  Creek 
Film:     Roll   #         7 


Frame  #        19 


Landscape  Character: 


Date 


5/19/79 


Evaluator(s) 


Time  of  Day 


Weather   sunny 


LAB,  MF 


3:30  p.m. 


Drainage  Basin 


General  Narrative:  The  region  west  of  Vermillion  Bluffs  in  the  northern  sector 

of  Brown's  Park  consists  of  a  complex  maze  of  highly  dissected  and  eroded 

mesas,  with  Upper  Dry  Creek  being  the  exception.  However  there  is  one  area 


mesas  ,    wan    uhKci     u<  j     u<  -e-ix    --m^     ■,■■-    w^y->-r  ^ .       ■-■ — -•,-     — 

located  at  the  base  of  part  of  Vermillion  Bluffs  which  is  somewhat  different 
in  character  from  the  surrounding  region.  . 


Upper  dry  Creak  is  similar  to  t.hp  adjacent  draws,  only  the  eroded  Side  — 
slopes  with  their  dramatic  variety  of  colors  arp  not,  as  steep. — Vegetation 
is  limited  with  scattered  pockets  of  juniper  providing  added  contrast  in — 
color  and  texture. 


The  upper  slopes  are  similar  in  terrain  and  vegetation  to  nearby  mesas., 


The  subtle  transition  between  these  lower  steeper  slopes  and  the  upper  slopes 

and  lack  of  sharp  change  in  slopes,  results  in  this  ares  heina  visually 

perceived  as  a  whole,  where  as  the  mesas  and  draws  have  a  sharper,  flatter 

defined  boundary. _ 


Within  the  Upper  Dry  Creek  area,  the  presence  of  the  Vermillion 


Bluffs  is  a 


dominant  visual  feature,  providing  added  vertical  relief  and  strongly 
influencing  overall  scenic  quality. 


it  should  also  be  noted  that  within  this  unit  there  is  an  isolated  area 
adjacent  to  the  bluffs  which  has  dramatic  varities  of  colors  and  reliefs 


which  should  be  considered  unique. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 


Landform 


Vegetation 


Water 


Color 


Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


Medium 


Low 


0 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 
12-18 


or  Less 


SQRU         Final  Rating 

2_ B 


Subtotal 


=  Total 


14 
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A,   B,   or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FOR 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  121-Lookout  Mountain 
Film:  Roll  #   13 


Frame  #  31532 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    5/21/79 


Evaluator(s)    LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day         6:30  p.m. 

Weather         sunny 

Mountain 

General  Narrative:   Lookout  Mountain  and  the  ridge  which  it  follows  is  located 
along  the  western  boundary  between  Browns  Park  and  Nipple  Rim.  This  ridge 


is  an  important  visual  boundary  between  Browns  Park  and  Nipple  Rim,  as  well- 
as  separating  two  distinctly  different  landscape  types.  The  west  facing 

slopes  are  Vermillion 


Bluffs  which  are  surrounded  bv  "badlands".  Lookout 


Mountain,  not  as  dramatic  as  Vermillion  Bluffs  rises  at  a  Ip^s  sf.ppp  slnpp 


and  lacks  the  variety  of  colors  and  exposed  soil  and  sedimented  rocks. — _ — 


predominantly  a  series  of. 


Unlike  its  lower  slopes,  Lookout  Mountain  is 
relatively  parallel  steep  draws  with  well  defined  sidewalls  which  increase 
in, steepness  as  they  approach  the  ridge  top.  Pinyon  .juniper  occur  along 
side  slopes  throughout  the  area,  depending  on  slope  and  aspect.  Sages  and 
some  grasses  occur  within  the  rating  unit  but  are  more  concentrated  in  the 


draws. 


Although  Lookout  Mountain  provides   a  scenic  backdrop  for  the  surrounding — 
area,  adjacent  scenery  has   little  influence  in  this  area's  overall   rating. 

Cultural  modifications  are  limited  as  well   due  to  limited  access  and  the 

areas  relative  unproductivity. . 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


High 
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Low 

.  Rationale  or 
Explanation 
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i 
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Color 
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Influence 

5 

3 
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2 
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2 
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Cultural  Modification 
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0 
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Subtotal 


=  Total 


12 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 

Class  A  19-33 

Class  B  12-18 

Class  C  1  i  or  Less 

SQRU  Final  Rating 

121  B       ^ 


A,   B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit 


Browns  Park 


Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  122-Beaver  Creek  Canyon 

Film:  Roll  #     13 — 

Frame  i  20>21 


Landscape  Character: 


Date    5/21/79 


Fvaluator(s)    LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day  4:00  .p.m. 

Weather   sunny 

Canyon 


General  Narrative:    Beaver  Creek  Canyon  is  located  in  an  area  whprp  faulting 
occurred  in  the  precambrian  red  quartzite  sandstone  of  CoTH  Spring  Mountain 


The  canyon  walls  are  very  steep  with  sharp  contrasts  between  the  rel^aodsionfi. 
and  the  juniper  ninvon  vegetation.  At  the  base  of  the  canyon  alnnn  the 


Colorado/Utah  border  vertical  relief  is  1500  feet  which  drnns  down  tn  80  feet 
at  the  summit  of  Cold  Spring  Mountain.        . 


Although  fairly  large  in  scale,  this  canyon  has  limited  access  with  no  road-" 

going  into  it.^  Ihejaest  views  ot  this  canyon  can  be  seen  from  Cold  Spring 

Mountain  near  [summit^  Morales  Springs.  \ 


Views  within  this  canyon  are  very  enclosed  and  site  specific. — Writer  due  tn 
seasonal  fluctuations,  has  little  influence  in  the  rating. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


1  |  Landform 


2  Vegetation 

3  j  Water 


4  j  Color 


High 


Medium 


Low 


0 


5    Influence 


Scarcity 


Cultural  Modification 


0 


Rationale  or 
Explanation 
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Subtotal 


=  Total 


16 


Scenic  Quality 
Classification 


Class  A 
Class  B 
Class  C 


19-33 
12-18 
1  1  or  Less 


SQRU 
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Final  Ratine 
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A9   B,  or  C 
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SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


District 


Craig 


Date 


5/21/79 


Browns  Park 


Planning  Unit  _ 

Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit  123-Beaver  Basin, 

Film:  Roll  i  13 


Frame  I 


17 


Landscape  Character: 


Evaluator(s)    LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day_ 

Weather       sunny_ 
Mountains/Basin 


4:00  p.m. 


r««ow,l  Narrative-    Beaver  Basin  located  north  of  Cold  Springs  Mountain  formjL_ 

the  headwater  drainages  to  SemF^er^^JT^Tso^7^E^MlM-3l 

thP  state:  As  the  headwater  basTnT,ULls  gent-lv  rolling  landscape  lies   at  aa 


LflK    Sidle.        ro     inc     ncaunuuci      w^-...., — >..,  ^ — ^,- , ,  .  .  . — ,  ; -,      _  ■.„„•„    ,,„•!+■ 

elevation  of  8000  to  8400.  one  of  thThiohest  areas  within  the  planning  unit. 


Vpgptation  within  the  basin  is  dominantlv  grassland  in  nature.  flspen  grove,  - 
gp  pv.cf,  ana  rrmTTar  to  f.nlrl  Soring  Mountain,  are  primarily  restjHejacUaJfls.. 
individual  drainages  ot  £niripTT^g?~which  together  torm  Beaver  CreekA_jrhesjL__ 
stands  are  quite   limited  in  comparison  to  the  grassland_^over. — . _ 


itself. 


Views  are  panoramic  iri~aTl  directions  and  greatly  accentuate  the_basi 
Vi.t.as  of  Diamnng  Peak.  M i dTTelWiiiiU.  fold  Spring  Mnimtain  *nd  other  ^^^T 
mountains  alTadd  to  the  sc^nic_cmLily Jp  thiVnrea  and  rnntr^t  in  vagatataw, 
and  landform  which  help  to  define  the  unit. __ 


,flc   tfie  name   implies   Reaver  Ponds  are  numerous,   as  with  Qthex_wilril  ifp  speries.,- 
Due  to   limited  access  the  area  is  natural   in  appearance  and  is  undisturbed. 


Though  common  to  other  areas  within  the  planning  unit,   this  Jaila-i^neM^ 
□TstTncTTve  Hue  t.n  its   remoteness  and  its  elevation,   being  one  of  the  niqPfiSL 


drainage  basins  within  browns  Hark. 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 


Landform 
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Explanation 
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Scenic  Quality 
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5QRU        Final  Ratii 
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A,   B,  or  L 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORI 


U] 


District 


Craig 


Planning  Unit  Browns  Park 

Scenic  Quality  Rating  Unit     124  -  Lower  Bears  Ears 

Film:     Roll   I  13 . 

Frame  #  5>6 _ 


Landscape  Character: 


Date  5/21/79 


Fvaluator(s)  LAB,  MF 


Time  of  Day 


Weather  sunn^ 


Rolling  Hills 


General   Narrative:        This  unit  is  ypry  similar  tn  Unit  093. — This;   area 


consists  of  the  lower  slopes  to  the- Rpars   Fars  and  rnntains  similar  featugas 
to  the  unit  mentioned  above. — 


Please  refer  to  unit  093  for  a  further  description  of  the  ejjejanjaj 
makeup  of  the  unit.  . 


Score  (Circle  Appropriate  Level) 
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A,   B,  or  C 


SCENIC  QUALITY  FIELD  INVENTORY  FORM 


I,     Name  or  Type  of  Cultural  Modillcalion 


Powder  Wash  Oil    Rigs 


2.      Legal   Description  and/or  U.   T.   M,   Coordinates, 


3.     Unit  Resource  Analysis  III  Datai 
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1. 
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6. 

Feature  Contrast 

2. 

Planning  Unit 

Score 

3.-- 

Scenic  Quality 

7. 

Potential  for 

Rating  Unit 

Rehabilitation 

4, 

Type    . 

8, 

Potential  for 

S. 

Number 

Success 

FILM:   Roll   0t 
Time   of   day 


7  Frame   I 26 


We  a  tli  e  r        sunny 


Evttluator 


MF 


m 

2 

3 


land  and/or  water 

vegetation 

structure 


Feature  Contrast  Score  '  '•  . 

U )  L    -     Indicates"  the  contrast  can  be  seen, 
but  does  not  attract  attention, 
M    -     The  contrast  begins  to.  dominate, 
H    -     Demand  attention,  will  not  be  overlooked. 

Rehabilitation  Potential 
I7JT  M   -     modification 
E    -     elimination 

Potentla!  for  Success 

igrrr 


M 


Fairly  certain  contract  can  be  satis- 
factorily reduced  to  meet  low  contrast. 
Difficult  to  accurately  evaluate  success, 
but  chances  look  promising  to  meet  low 
contrast. 

Probability  Is  low  lha!  a  change  will  be 
made,  or  success  would  be  limited  to  meet 
low  contrast. 


k.     Effect  on  Scenic  Quality  (Describe  how  cullurol  modification  enhances  or  detracts  from  scenic  quality 

as  Is  reflected  In  Its  rating  In  key  factor  chart  (Illustration  A) ThP  PnWflpr  Wash  nil    flPtLa^. 

developments  are  somewhat  dominant  in  the  landscape.     The  individual    rigs  have 
*TTT;tle  impact  upon  scenic  quality,   rather  the  impacts'^r^wipnn  the  small         """' 
'  community  of  "7-8  buildings.     The  only  possibility "of  reducing^tne'  impacts   is 
^paTnOngFoth  the  structures  and  rigs  an  earth  tone  color.     Compared  to  the  tpta" 


"Mrn'Mt  these  structures  have  a  minor  impact  upon  the  scenic  nualitv  nf.the  tjnit. 

FIELD  FORM  FOR  MODIFICATION  INVENTORY 
AND  FEATURE  CONTRAST  SCORE  . 


Visual  Sensitivity  -  Use  Volume 


table  8 


USE  VOLUME  DATA  SUMMARY 
(Browns  Park/Nipple  Rim  Planning  Units) 


KEY  OBSERVATION  POINT 


LOCATION 


VOLUME 


U.S.  Hwy.  40 
State  Hwy  318 
Irish  Canyon  Road 
North  Dinosaur  Nat. 

Monument 
Little  Snake  River  Rd. 

Powder  Wash  Road 
Great  Divide  Road 

Peck  Mesa  Road 
Thompson  Draw  Road 

South  Dinosaur  Nat. 
Monument 


From  Hwy  318  north  to  Colo.-Wyo  Line 
From  318  west  to  the  north  entrance 

of  Dinosaur  Monument 
From  318  north  paralleling  Little 

Snake  River 
West  from  Little  Snake  River 
North  from  U.S.  40  to  Little 

Snake  River 
West  from  318,  then  north  to  318 
Thompson  Draw  through  Greystone 

to  318 
Southern  entrance  to  Monument 

from  U.S.  40 


High 

Moderate 

Moderate 

Moderate 

Moderate 
Moderate 

Moderate 
Moderate 

Moderate 

Moderate 


NR/BP-11 


Visual  Sensitivity  -  User  Attitudes 

A  visual  sensitivity  workshop  was  held  in  Craig  in  the  Craig  Junior  High  School 
at  7:00  p.m.  on  July  10th  for  the  Browns  Park  and  Nipple  Rim  Planning  Units. 

Prior  to  the  workshops  74  letters  were  sent  out  notifying  people  of  the  work- 
shops that  would  be  held  for  the  Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park  Planning  Units  and  for 
the  Williams  Fork  Planning  Unit.  We  had  instructed  people  to  attend  the  work- 
shop which  would  be  most  appropriate  based  upon  their  particular  concerns  or 
interest.  A  few  days  before  the  meetings  Wirth  Associates  telephoned  those 
invited  to  the  workshops  reminding  them  of  the  upcoming  meetings.  Ten  people 
showed  up  for  the  Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park  workshop.  Due  to  the  lack  of  imput 
desired,  we  received  additional  imput  from  BLM  Area  office  personnel.  In  total, 
13  rating  forms  were  submitted,  all  of  which  were  considered  valid  and  used  in 
the  analysis.  Those  submitting  forms  represented  the  following  user  interests: 
agriculture  (3),  special  interest  (2),  agencies  (8)— of  which  6  were  from  the  BLM. 
A  list  of  individuals  attending  and/or  participating  in  the  workshop  are  listed  in 
Table  4. 

The  Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park  Planning  Units  were  initially  subdivided  into  27 
rating  units.  At  the  follow-up  meeting  with  the  Area  Manager,  District  Recreation 
Manager  and  members  of  their  staff,  it  was  decided  that  rating  units  #13  and  #15 
should  be  subdivided  into  two  areas  for  the  following  reasons. 

Rating  Unit  13  consisting  of  the  "Badlands"  were  scattered  throughout  the 
planning  units.  Two  of  these  areas  are  highly  visible,  and  both  are  adjacent 
to  the  Dinosaur  National  Monument  entrances  to  the  east  and  north.  Due  to  the 
fact  these  areas  are  in  close  proximity  to  the  monument,  and  are  highly  visible 

NR/BP-12 


from  the  major  access  points  to  the  Monument,  this  rating  area,  #13a,  was  given 
a  final  sensitivity  of  Moderate.   Rating  Unit  #13  was  given  a  low  final  sensi- 
tivity and  represents  those  areas  which  are  not  highly  visible  or  are  unseen 
from  major  travel  routes.  This  low  rating  was  identified  through  participant 
responses.  

The  initial  Rating  Unit  #15  was  also  subdivided  into  a  northern  and  southern  region. 
Rating  Unit  #15  now  consists  of  the  southern  mesas  south  of  the  Bears  Ears  and 
Cold  Spring  Mountain.  These  southern  mesas  have  a  different  vegetative  association 
which  is  expressed  through  the  pinyon-juniper  stands  intermixed  with  grass  and 
sagelands.  Based  upon  their  knowledge  of  the  area,  BLM  area  office  personnel  felt 
these  mesas  to  be  more  visually  sensitive  to  potential  impacts  based  upon  the  vege- 
tative types  present.  Thus  Rating  Unit  #15  received  a  final  rating  of  Moderate. 

Unit  15a  which  makes  up  the  Northern  Mesas  received  a  final  rating  of  Low  which 
was  based  upon  participant  responses.  It  was  felt  by  BLM  Area  personnel  that 
the  Low  rating  was  appropriate  based  upon  their  knowledge  of  previous  modifications 
and  the  impacts  these  have  had  upon  the  soil,  and  vegetative  associations  in  this 
area. 

Of  the  final  29  rating  units,  3  were  rated  High,  19  were  rated  Moderate,  and  7 
were  rated  Low  after  tabulation  and  analysis  with  BLM  Area  personnel. 

High  ratings  were  given  to  the  following  response  units;  #2  Cross  Mountain, 
#17  Irish  Canyon,  and  #18  Cross  Mountain  Canyon. 

Rating  Unit  #2  not  only  includes  Cross  Mountain,  but  also  includes  the  southern 
aspects  to  the  Bears  Ears  and  Cold  Spring  Mountain.  These  landscapes  are  highly 
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visible  from  Route  318,  the  major  travel  route,  and  are  typical  mountainous 
environments  within  the  region.  The  two  major  canyons,  Cross  Mountain  and 
Irish  Canyon  rated  high  for  all  potential  modifications.  These  ratings  seem 
very  appropriate  since  the  views  while  within  the  canyons  themselves  are  totally 
enclosed.  Any  management  activity  would  be  highly  visible  and  in  most  cases 
dominate  the  visual  experiences. 

The  rating  units  given  a  high  final  sensitivity  account  for  approximately  10 
percent  of  the  acreage  within  the  planning  units. 

Approximately  50  percent  of  the  land  area  within  the  planning  units  received 
moderate  ratings.  There  was  no  identifiable  pattern  for  lands  which  received 
moderate  ratings.  As  a  result,  a  wide  range  of  general  landscape  character  types 
including  mountains,  mesas,  rims  or  ridges,  and  major  drainages  received  moderate 
ratings.  Sand  Wash  Basin,  Unit  23,  represents  the  largest  single  unit. 

Low  ratings  were  given  to  approximately  25  percent  of  the  rating  units  which 
together  account  for  nearly  40  percent  of  the  acreage  within  the  planning  units, 
most  of  which  lie  within  Nipple  Rim.  These  low  ratings  represent  the  lowland 
rollings  east  of  Nipple  Rim,  Powder  Wash  Basin,  and  the  upper,  unseen  slopes 
between  Powder  Wash  and  Sand  Wash  Basins.  These  areas  lack  diversity  of  land- 
scape elements  and  are  generally  homogeneous  throughout.  The  only  rating  units 
in  Browns  Park  which  rated  low  are  the  northern  mesas,  unit  15a,  which  are  surrounded 
by  the  Vermillion  and  Dry  Creek  drainages. 

Ratings  are  summarized  in  Table  9  and  a  complete  set  of  summary  analysis  forms 
are  located  at  the  end  of  this  section.  Following  the  summary  and  analysis 
forms  are  the  participant  narratives  regarding  issues  or  projects  of  concern 

to  them. 
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TABLE  4 


WILLIAMS  FORK,  BROWNS  PARK  AND  NIPPLE  RIM 
PERSONS  CONTACTED  AND/OR  ATTENDING  WORKSHOPS 


Mayor  Thompson 
City  of  Craig 
(did  not  attend) 

Chester  Watson 
Moffat  County  Board 

of  County  Commissioners 
(did  not  attend) 

Jim  Pamkonin 

Moffat  County  Planning  Dept. 

(did  not  attend) 

Stephen  Self 

Empire  Energy  Corporation 

(did  not  attend) 

Box  Sweeney 
Daily  Press 
(did  not  attend) 

Roy  Coulson 

Kemmerer  Coal  Company 

(did  not  attend) 

Justin  Dean  Kirk 

Union  Carbide  Corporation 

(did  not  attend) 

A.  H.  Brown 

Yampa  Valley  Electric  Asso. 

(did  not  attend) 

Donald  Louderback 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 

(did  not  attend) 

Harold  Hoffman 

Moffat  County  Parks  &  Recreation 

(did  not  attend) 

L.  H.  Weber 

Moffat  County  Road  Department 

(did  not  attend) 

P.  E.  Gingery 
Mountain  Bell 
(did  not  attend) 

Charlie  Brown 

Colorado  Division  of  Wildlife 

(participated) 

Nipple  Rim  and  Browns   Park  P.U. 


Louis  N.  Hahn 

Colorado  Division  of  Highways 

(did  not  attend) 

Colowyo  Coal  Company 
(did  not  attend) 

Bob  Diedrick 

Utah  International 

(did  not  attend) 

Gary  Meyers 
Energy  Fuels 
(did  not  attend) 

Stan  Fabian 

Mountain  Fuels  Supply 

(did  not  attend) 

Dave  Seeley 

Cattlemans  Association 
(did  not  attend) 

Brian  Watson 

Sunland  Mining  Corporation 

(did  not  attend) 

Gregory  Hoy! 
Sun  Coal  Company 
(did  not  attend) 

Dale  Payne 
Colorado  Ute 
(did  not  attend) 

Ted  Nichols 

Dinosaur  National  Monument 

(did  not  attend) 

Jim  Creasy 

Browns  Park  National  Wildlife  Refuge 

(did  not  attend) 

Mike  Roch 
City  of  Hayden 
(did  not  attend) 

Mike  Vbervaga 

City  of  Steamboat  Springs 

(did  not  attend) 
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TABLE  4  (cont'd) 


State  Board  of  Land  Commissioners 
(did  not  attend) 

Sumner  Hockett 

Douglass  Baggs 

Robert  McKune 

Routt  County  Commissioners 

(did  not  attend) 

Dee  Richards 
Steamboat  Pilot 
(did  not  attend) 

Rich  Gagnebin 

City  of  Steamboat  Parks  and 

Recreation 
(did  not  attend) 

Norton  Jacobs 

Routt  County  Cattlemans  Asso. 

(did  not  attend) 

Edith  and  Vernon  Summer 
National  Farmers  Organization/ 

Routt  County  Planning  Asso. 
(did  not  attend) 

John  Hess 

Routt  County  Planning  Office 

(participated) 

Williams  Fork  P.U. 

George  Smith 

Northwest  Colorado  Council 

of  Governments 
(did  not  attend) 

Leonard  Flanders 

Routt  County  Cattlemans  Assoc. 

(participated) 

Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park  P.U. 


Jack  Redman 
Routt  County  Wool 
(did  not  attend) 


Growers  Asso. 


Steve  El  kins 

Coordinator  of  Planning  &  Construction 

L.T.V.  Recreation  Development 

(did  not  attend) 


Jim  Sackett 

Stagecoach  Ski  Corporation 

(did  not  attend) 

Seven  Lakes  Ranch 
(did  not  attend) 

Vista  Verde  Guest  Ranch 
(did  not  attend) 

Bill  Welle 

Welle  Guest  Ranch 

(did  not  attend) 

George  Zarlengo 

Elk  River  Ranch  &  Lodge 

(did  not  attend) 

Frank  Leonard 
Glen  Eden  Ranch 
(did  not  attend) 

Bill  Yeagher 

Back  Country  Guide  and  Outfitters 

(did  not  attend) 

Dan  Byford 

Dan  Byford 's  Fly  Shop 

(did  not  attend) 

Keith  and  Mary  Counts 
Adventure  Bound,  Inc. 

Raft  Expeditions 
(participated) 
Nipple  Rim  and  Browns  Park  P.U. 

Ron  Griffith 
Colorado  Adventures 
(did  not  attend) 

Tim  Hervey 

International  Aquatic  Adventures 

(did  not  attend) 


Jim  Hicks 
Colorado  Division 
(did  not  attend) 


of  Wildlife 


Bruce  Sigler 

Colorado  Division  of  Wildlife 

(did  not  attend) 
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TABLE  4  (cont'd) 


Ulrich  Salzgeber 
Ski  Town  Campground 
(did  not  attend) 

Dick  Blakley 

Mobile  Home  Park  and 

Campground 
(did  not  attend) 

Dr.  Glen  Poulter 
Bear  Pole  Ranch 
(did  not  attend) 

Chuck  Herri ngton 
Stephens  College  -  Perry  - 
Mansfield  Camp  and  School 
(did  not  attend) 

Kyle  Revel! e 

First  National   Bank  of  Craig 

(did  not  attend) 


Larry  Fredrick 

Moffat  County  National 

(did  not  attend) 


Bank 


Delano  Scott 

Routt  County  National  Bank 

(did  not  attend) 

Bruce  Call  ant 

United  Bank  of  Steamboat  Springs 

(did  not  attend) 

Joe  Boyd 

Yampa  Valley  State  Bank 

(did  not  attend) 


Don  Sever 

Northwest  Colorado  Board 

Realtors 
(did  not  attend) 

Jim  Heinle 

Routt  National  Forest 

(did  not  attend) 

Jack  Weissling 

Routt  National  Forest 

(did  not  attend) 


of 


Chuck  Kershaw 

U.S.  Forest  Service 

(did  not  attend) 

Neil  Cantwell 
Trout  Unlimited 
(did  not  attend) 

Eric  Glanz 
Audubon  Society 
(did  not  attend) 

Peter  King 

Zirkel  Wilderness  Vacation 

(did  not  attend) 

Walt  Evans 

Steamboat  Springs  Winter 

Sports  Club 
(did  not  attend) 

Peg  Randolph 
Mountain  Bell 

(Rocky  Flats  Organizer) 
(did  not  attend) 

Harold  Baldwin 
Gun  Club  President 
(did  not  attend) 


Jerry  Hamrn 

Tri-State  Generation 
(did  not  attend) 


&  Transmission 


Sam  Stranathan 

Upper  Colorado  Environmental 

Plant  Center 
(did  not  attend) 

John  Crain 

Office  of  Surface  Mining 

(did  not  attend) 


Will iam  Davies 
Public  Service  Co. 
(did  not  attend) 

Bruce  Bertsch 
Merrick  &  Company 
(did  not  attend) 


of  Colorado 
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TABLE  4  (cont'd) 


Joy  Sneed 
Routt  County 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork  P.U. 

Rick  Hattman 
GEFROH  Asso.  Inc. 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork  P.U. 

John  Steck 
Western  Slope  Gas 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork  P.U. 

Gary  Nell 

Moffat  County  Parks  & 

Recreation 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork  P.U. 

K.  J.  Heinschel 
Colorado  Ute 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork  P.U. 

D.  L.  Schwartz 
Colorado  Ute 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork  P.U. 

H.  B.  Humphries 
Utah  International 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork  P.U. 

Russ  Sorenson 

Moffat  County  Planning  Dept, 

(participated) 

Williams  Fork  P.U. 


Brad  Palmer 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork/Browns  Park/ 
Nipple  Rim  P.U. 

Terry  Hveth 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

(participated) 

Williams  Fork  P.U. 

Bob  Divine 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork/Nipple  Rim/ 
Browns  Park  P.U. 

Wright  and  Polly  Dickinson 

Lazy  VD  Land  &  Livestock 

(participated) 

Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park  P.U. 

James  Sellers 

U.S.F.W.S.  Browns  Park  National 

Wildlife  Refuge 
(participated) 
Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park  P.U. 

Mike  Warg 

U.S.F.W.S.  Browns  Park  National 

Wildlife  Refuge 
(participated) 
Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park  P.U. 

Margaret  Phillips 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

(participated) 

Nipple  Rim/Browns  Park  P.U. 


Dave  Mcllnay 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork/Nipple  Rim/ 
Browns  Park  Planning  Units 

Kelly  Sparks 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(participated) 
Williams  Fork/Nipple  Rim/ 
Browns  Park  Planning  Units 
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TABLE  9 


I 


SUMMARY  RESULTS  OF  THE  NIPPLE  RIM/BROWNS  PARK  PLANNING  UNIT  VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOPS 


Desired 

Unit 

Final 

Mgmt. 

No. 

Unit  Name 

Rating 

Class 

LF-1 

LF-2 

LF-3 

LF/V-1 
A    B 

LF/V-2 

Veg. 

V/ST-1 

1 

Douglas  Mountain 

M 

M 

M 

H 

M 

M 

M 

H 

M/L 

M 

2 

Cross  Mountain 

H 

M/H 

H 

H 

M 

H 

H 

H 

H 

H/M 

3 

Cold  Spring  Mountain 

M 

M 

H/M 

hi 

L 

M 

M 

H   ■ 

H/M 

H/M 

4 

Diamond  Mountain 

M 

M 

H 

H 

M 

M 

M 

H 

M 

M 

5 

Godiva  Rim 

L 

M 

L 

L 

L 

M/L 

M/L 

H 

M/L 

M/L 

6 

Vermillion  Bluffs 

M 

M 

M 

M 

L 

M 

M 

H 

M 

M 

7 

Nipple  Rim 

M 

M 

M 

M 

L 

M 

M 

H 

M/L 

M 

8 

Blue  Hill 

M 

M 

M 

H 

L 

M 

M 

H 

M 

M 

9 

Powder  Wash 

L 

M/L 

L 

M/L 

L 

L 

L 

M 

L 

M/L 

10 

Sevenmile  Ridge 

L 

M 

L 

M/L 

L 

M/L 

M/L 

M 

L 

M/L 

11 

Grassland/Sages 

L 

M 

L 

M/L 

L 

L 

L 

H 

L 

M/L 

12 

Pinyon-Ouniper  Grasslands 

M 

M 

L 

M 

L 

M 

M 

H 

L 

M 

13 

Badlands 

L 

M 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

H 

M 

M 

13a 

Badlands 

M 

- 

M 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

14 

Vermillion  Creek 

M 

M 

M 

M 

L 

M/L 

M/L 

H 

L 

M 

15 

John  Weller  Mesa 

M 

M 

M/L 

M/L 

L 

M/L 

M/L 

H 

M/L 

M 

15a 

John  Weller  Mesa 

L 

- 

- 

- 

-  ■ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

16 

Powder  Wash 

L 

M 

L 

L 

L 

L 

L 

H 

L 

M/L 

17 

Irish  Canyon 

H 

H 

H 

H 

H/M 

H 

H 

H 

H 

H 

18 

Cross  Mountain  Canyon 

H 

H 

H 

H 

M 

H 

H 

II 

H 

H 

19 

Beaver  Creek  Canyon 

M 

M 

H/M 

H/M 

M 

H 

H 

H 

H 

M/H 

20 

Little  Snake  River 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

H 

M 

M 

21 

Yampa/Sunbeam 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

H 

M/L 

M 

22 

Lower  Yampa 

M 

M/H 

M 

M 

M 

M 

M 

H 

M/L 

M 

23 

Sand  Wash  Basin 

M 

M 

M 

M 

L 

M 

M 

M 

L 

M 

24 

Sheephead  Basin 

M 

M 

M 

M 

L 

M 

M/L 

H 

L 

M/H 

25 

Thompson  Draw 

M 

M 

M 

M 

L 

M 

M/L 

H 

L 

M 

26 

Browns  Park 

M 

M/H 

M 

M 

M/L 

M 

M 

H/M 

L 

M 

27 

Douglas  Draw 

M 

M 

M 

M 

L 

M/L 

M/L 

H 

L 

M 

H  -  High  Sensitivity 

M  =  Moderate  Sensitivity 

L  =  Low  Sensitivity 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT   BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIf 

Desired 
Rating  Units         Mgint.  Class  ' 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  &\ 

VH 

Scenic  Qua  1  Uy    =5 

H 

H 

Rating  Unit(s):   < 

a 

M 

(s> 

LANDSC/ 
LOW 

L 

PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-1 


til 


LF-2 


l  ^.rtitit  n-^-fT 


& 


LF-3 


IV- 

k 


n-fyfvwi'»i'»i'M'n'Hi'W  ♦»**»» 


LF/V-1 
.A El 


2 


8 


&e*& 


-■liiiiii"*:': 

m 


*m 


LF/V-2 


"7 


■ 


VEG. 


■.■■■Hmf.--: 


V-ST-1 


^kffibJMWVAttWt* 


z 


*•**»'- 


rfi*«,lr*»J»**-v»Tt*i 


Final   Rating:       MODER&TH 

Rationale:  -m^     trirekriafc. ml-ft\P\  -for    -the    X?f/j\xcx\     Y\rSPG\C\fSX\cX\\  Octtr     S0ttd&fe&   -feairiy. 

\A^.ll    vAji+h    -tiafc.    o^Call     madgJCbdr.    laaboofe   -for  tr^.r    taaacfacaD    ~fc>  rJrtare^g. 


□ 


High  Ratings', 


Moderate   Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 


Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetati on/Structures -1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 


V 


V 


PLANNING  UNIT 

BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RI 

M 

Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt.  Class  ' 

. 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  ^2- 

VH 

2 

^oee  Mooprfe 

Scenic  Quality 

H 

2 

Rating  Unit(s): 

LANDSCAPE  VA! 
LOW   IMED. 

H 

M 

L 

1 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY   AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY1 


LF-1 


7 


■vri"!  •»"»■"*  tt*t 


$&: 


LF-2 


1 


LF-3 


LF/V-1 


& 


f*.'f'^Vl  t' 


r>n^*T*<^v  i  >H*I  >'>%'<  i1 


ma 


(o 


:;wlt*: 


LF/V-2 


7 


-mmJUU^ 


VEG. 


V-ST-1 


4 


■HfWVN  *W»W»W 


itt 


............. 


-  Wrr^' 


•rt-rt'frrvf-% 


mM*U#MhM*bhMdi 


f  f^V«-T*t*T 


Final   Rating: 
Rationale: 


H16|ri 


rTTi^    ^ofekrhnc      high  /  mftirak.   re^rvy?  -fer   Q^\red    M^nra^.mml-  C\a^ 


\hiixf.     rr.^r^Ui^A  4o  r^n  r^^i^W     r^-firv^  r-f  hic|h     h^dd opon  -Hv  -9hr<pn<^   hk^h 


rr*H(V^~>   t-o   oil  -K^P^  ^P   CfacaQ^gS: 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


iMl 


Low  Ratings 


*  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 


Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landf orm/Vegetati  on-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetati on/Structures -1 

Power  Lines 

Reflectors/Repeators 

Substations 


PLANNING  UNIT   BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 


Rating  Units 


Desired 
Mgmt.  Class 


Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  >kt> 

Scenic  Quality 
Rating  Unit(s): 


VH 


o 

»— < 
3 


< 
>   • 

C 
UJ  UJ 

a.  XZ 

<  — 

O 

Q 
<  O 


1 


Final  Rating: 
Rationale: 


MopE^&jrg: 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


Thi    m&&k    hic^h  /  itd^rafc   roi-ih^  for  rail  -\y^   c&  changed  \ncxc,    rc^c\^cA 


■fo   rxn   <~>\iem\\  mhnc^  of  mrxicraW.     W^yL^X    o^n   -Hv r^mi'nci  nt  .nnp^V.ra^c, 


rfevhrv^  -fr>r  -tti^   Dt^\rc^X    M^mi.   CJoi^ 


□  ■ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


\M 


m 


Low  Ratings 


r*  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 

Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 


... 


V 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT   BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 

Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt.  Class  ' 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  #i-\ 

LANDSCAPE  VALUES 
LOW   |MED.  |  HIGH 

VH 

£**m 

Scenic  Quality 

H 

z 

Rating  Unit(s): 

M 

(s> 

L 

PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-3 


2. 


ft 


LF/V-l 


LF/V-2 


.•I'fii <'hi»ivi'<i'h'H'h'i i*i»iviv  '<<'<>'ivi 


^iMMuWifcliHi 


jfi: 


&£4 


1 


iilli 


VEG. 


H 


V-ST-1 


/iv'wwvmvt 


UM 


imwr 


MiMMfa 


*i?^ytT?'i,yj?ity.Krs't  ?  w.  *y, 


Final   Rating:         MODERATg 

Rationale:  g^jfc^    -for    -Hnc     Pcslped      H^nctoyicnerrt    CJa^    ^att,     rtlcc^rrak,    ^htlc- -fag-r^ 

^<^   rfcA&W^    b^   SLKi    Ane^a  <c>fficg. pg-^on  n<J doc  -to>   <spna<«,    Ipw    r&?v<^tic>rv£»  +t> 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Si 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category, 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 

Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 
Reflectors/ Repeators 
Substations 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT   BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM: 


Desired 
Rating  Units                         Mgmt.  Class  '" 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  #5 

VH 

±. 

£pch\/ci  Rim      ^§ 

Scenic  Quality          j= 

H 

Rating  Unit(s):        <    J 

cs 

LU   LjJ 

ex.  ZZ 

M 

8 

LANDSC; 
LOW 

L 

... 

Final  Rating:    LPV/vJ 

Rationale:  Ttv^  -fined     Gabia^  gfc     l^^i     va^*s     macbtcA.     b^ E&±3  Jk&si sff&X* 


■pcr-frc>nnc4      buccal qp^o lbs* ^s/cnall Iry^/   mfrrfo-s>  fee  n~rr   r^^onag.  -ha  cli^o^f^ 

^noT  <slog.  -fc>  -the;    lirrufr^    \/M>fyxl    ^CjC-<:-s<,    ~inrfc>  -Hn^    ^n^s* _ 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


J 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 


Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AMD  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT       BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 

— — — 

Desired 

Rating  Units                        Mgmt,  Class  ' 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:   &(p 

VH 

Vermillion  Ebffe^| 

Scenic  Quality 

H 

IH  il     T 

Rating  Unit(s):       < 

LU  UJ 

H 

•7 

o 

2:  s 
<:  0 

L 

PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 
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Final   Rating:       MODERATE. 

Rationale: Th<^     rncdcrfc^    gafafoafi     fer  n^r    Vu^c±)6n   4o    <r_J-i<anc^     Cc*rr<d<=rte..  . 

mUL  ,w,*Ht\   -tttc    ffiodgQafcc*    n?vh'nq  fer  -the c&asaJl Basicsd    H^ng^t^m^nt  ^ica'S^ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category, 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 

Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Reflectors/Repeators 

Substations 


t 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT   BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 

Desired 
Rating  Units         Mgmt  Class  " 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  #7 

VH 

Scenic  Quality    = 

H 

1_ 

Rating  Unit(s):   < 

a.  zi 
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s» 

LANDSO 
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L 

PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY^ 


LF-1 
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iiwiiil 


u* 
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Final   Rating:         ^OPERATE. 

Rationale: Th^    c»terc* II rngd<g,ngt4o   re*Kn^  -for  oser  fcg^-hoc^b    -fe  ^>T^n<y. 


<ii?rr^\c*-te    we.ll    W\+h    -ttt<L     Efc-sAre/d.    r^arva^-rr^n*"  f&*&>    r-ah'nc\   &£    rnod<ms4-hf_ 


□  ■ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


liil   =   Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 


Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads. 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetati on/Structures -1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 


. 


PLANNING  UNIT 

BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 

Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgint,  Class  '' 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  ^8> 

.UES 

HIGH 

VH 

Bloc-  Hill 

Scenic  Qua! ity 

H 

JL 

Rating  Unit(s): 

< 
>  • 

LU  LU 

cl.  ZZ 

M 

8 

LANDSC/ 
LOW 

L 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 
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Final   Rating:         KIOD^^AT&, 

Rationale:  IVkl.   rccx±'\or\*>  -fc>  <Jncxnr^   gare,     Spltt  -HirPuqhocfr-   tfLg^hi   -bypg^dE. 


t-n<?c\rfi^hg>r-i ,   ~Tht,    eMcrc\\K     moderator    na-hri^   \jj&ib    rctcAueiA    ha^A    cya=>n  -Ht.il 

rJ-ton^g.      f ; ; 


f — l 

1 J  =   High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  Se«  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category, 


J 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 


Dams  and  Water. Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-l 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetati on/Structures- 1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 


k 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT   BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 

Desired 
Rating  Units         Mgmt.  Class  ' 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  -&°\ 

VH 

Scemc  Quality    3 

H 

Rating  Unit(s):   <~7l 

a.  r: 

M 

L\ 
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1/1 
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<  6 
_j  _j 
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PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY   LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


LF-1 
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I  rnVi'r'T  Trrvrrrrr 
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-t*r¥*r¥*nvrj*rvr'  *w«H*  rwwvi- 
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^i^visivi;- 
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LF/V-2 


&&&&u 
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"tH-i'Ti'ivr  Vii'i  v  vivri'Vfi'o'i'i1^  i  hi 


Final   Rating:  UOW 

Rationale: Thcr mc*pterak- /  \<p^m Ct^irtA    M<^mf.    tic*^    rta-hh^    \M<ir£.     rfcfedvjg^ 

— — b>f   fcUM ^£2^a — per ^nnnd to  *a U?vs/  -firual n^-Krv^    A^y.    -fo  -H-v.   ^Ar>rr\\n^riH^' 


High  Ratings; 


See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category, 


Moderate  Ratings; 


mm 


Low  Ratings 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 

Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landf orm/Vegetati on-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Reflectors/Repeators 

Substations 


I 


PLANNING   UNIT       BROWNS   PARK/NIPPLE   RIM: 
Rating  Units 


Desired 
Hgnrt  Class 


Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  #K> 

Scenic  Quality 
Rating  Unit(s): 


VH 


UJ  zc 
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>      • 

UJ  UJ 
Q-  XI 
< 

ir> 
o 

2:  S 
<  o 


62 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AMD  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY 


LF/V-1 
A £l 


Final   Rating:  LPSAJ 

Rationale:  K^-hrk^,    -fer     VcMrcA  M^n<a^g.mdrH~    Ckz&>    art,    mcaoTstfa^J&Mk — iZahhgfr 


*   CH  =   High  Ratings;      HH  n   Moderate  Ratings;      &M  =   Low  Ratings 
**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 

Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 


f 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT   BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 

Desired 

Rating  Units         Mgmt.  Class  " 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  4*|| 

VH 

Scenic  Quality    5 

H 

JL 

Rating  Unit(s):   < 

c 

LU  UJ 

[■1 

1 

LANDSC/ 
LOW 

L 

21 

PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY^ 


LF-1 
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Final   Rating:         LOW 

Rationale: 1W*     <anas*     vMg*f>      r<ti*=kKicck    fc^     ELM    kr^A     pdr^r^nndl    4t>    <s*  -fi'rtol 


rfc*H'rv^     gyf      low        *dIo<l   4r>  -Hv.    gAprrurv^rvHiy     [q\ki      c&.r      r^bf*=an<*rj^  IrL  gJiairusy., 


itlguqb ±b£- P^ire^    M^na^<,fnnnf  Q&\tt> rbtfih^    kaica^    mc*=ter<s(te- 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


'*  c-ee  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category, 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


; 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 

Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landf orm/Vegetati  on-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 
Reflectors/ Repeators 
Substations 


PLANNING  UNIT   BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 


Desired 

Rating  Units                        MgmL  Class  ' 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  *HX 

VH 

P/3  -  ttftrasJctn^  § 

uj  x 
Scenic  Quality          => 

H 

Jl 

Rating  Unit(s):       < 

LU  LO 

[■1 

1 

LANDSC; 
LOW 

L 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 
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i 


Final   Rating:        MODE-RATE, 

Rationale: Ih^     ttk?ckr&fc,  I  Ip^j r<k^ci-(c=ns  -fc>  cJncAnz\<L. w<rc  r^-^ol^d_JcL-^. 


rCft>pc?fT^c^i' 


lirt'iliMi<itirliyiililnl  I1I11I1I1  iiiMiy i1  in aaas 


.mt?c*&rcrtc.  -fi'rtal   r^Vtn^ krai*^  open    -fl-i<-, rngd&rc*ir.«    tte?\voA.   Mc^ro-h  Cto^ 


□  - 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


El   ■ 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 


Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetati on/Structures- 1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 


I 


I 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT       BROWNS   PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 


Rating  Units 



Desired 
Mgmt.  Class  ' 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  +M"£> 

.UES 

HIGH 

VH 

±. 

Scenic  Quality 

H 

Rating  Unit(s): 

LANDSCAPE   VAI 
LOW        IMED. 
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S 

PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY   LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 
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Final   Rating:         LjQ\M 

Rationale: Thi>?     unit     \uc\<*     A'wilcle^A    b^   BLM    kr&=*  £^FlC£,    personnel  into /hMg   ^r^ofe 


foc^a   t^pcm   ^b^rvor  vi-snal   ^icgg.^ infe?  -Hrgaf,   IrancH?,, The,    low    mKac^-Jbr  on  it  1^ 


Pihot^ur   Hsvhc>ncal    Hc^xr^nf   -fro  -fh<.   c^erer  ^nci    nprirh. 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 

Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 


PLANNING  UNIT   BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 

Desired 
Rating  Units         Hgmt.  Class  ' 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  #  |l| 

VH' 

J. 
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Scenic  Quality    => 

H 

z 

Rating  Unit(s):   < 

LU  UJ 

a.  H 

M 

5 

LANDSD 
LOW 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 
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Final   Rating:        MoPE-f^AXl^ 

Rationale:  M^CttaVo      tt^CcA     Kg*nc*^mg.rrt    6lc^^fe     fe^rhhgp      ££fT€.'S)pcrtc£    well 


wti-h   -Hne>    cvcr<^\\    mc^e-rg^g. nag^^ri-^.  /fc>   chc^no^ 


a 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


laM  a   Low  Ratings 


f*  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category, 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 

Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 
Reflectors/ Repeators 
Substations 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING   UNIT       BROWNS   PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 

Desired 

Rating  Units                        Mgint.  Class  " 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  #15 

VH 
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Scenic  Quality          3 
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Rating  Unit(s):       < 
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PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 
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Final   Rating:       h4oPER£X£  \Sc\-   lOW 

Rationale:  4*milg*r  jb    Qnit    G^  -Vhl-?  onit  ^torb  c£&kkd    into -hap  ettt**S.     33~  wfks  &.14-  ^    KLM 

-Hlb    Onit    b^^?^    t>pc?n more. .  hprn^n<Loos    MgffjdSaA-ftg.*    <ana   ^c?i\  ^^^^ie^fic^n^^    Th<^ 

mcc&,rYato    rzakhgy   for  +h^    -goothgrn   ^rn^a-s   (iinft  is^)    wa^     mr*As_  ^   rvffii>.f-   -H-m 


prik»rt-Wsd   -fer    g|r^e«fej-  va-fctral   rlit)rorbg<nf-t-    vMiVhin  H-Hf-s  <stn^g*. 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 

Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/ Vegetati  on-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetati on/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Reflectors/Repeators 

Substations 


PLANNING  UNIT   DROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 
Rating  Units 


Desired 
Mgmt.  Class 


X 
UJ  X 


Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  #|(p 

Thucter  A/i^h 

Scenic  Quality 
Rating  Unit(s):   <  , 

UJ  UJ 
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<C  — 
CJ 

oo 
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<  o 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 
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Final   Rating:         UOW 

Rationale: g^j&hqs    -6=*-    psskad    KtoncfcyrngrTt-    £JcK6.  ctre. rrradcrra^t  Whik  jj^ar    rg^pcf^ — 


-to    r-Harvy^  fe  l<^u.      RL.M    Avfg^ person nd     rrvsoiNfcd    4hi'^  -to  ci — lc»Ai    na-hnc^ 
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□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**     Sfie  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual   change  within  each  category. 


) 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 

Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 


i 


I 


PLANNING  UNIT   BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 

Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt.  Class  ' 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  1*17 

.UES 

HIGH 

VH 

2 

Scenic  Quality 
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Rating  Unit(s): 
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£X  ZZ 
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2 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 
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Final   Rating:     

Rationale: H'^h      \>£<s\ttA      fcjbog^xpgjad:  Qa&£>    reafth^   cryrra^pcmck    \MeA\    wli-h 


the  hb\h    re-h'tvys  -for    >^<r    r^ppn^o  -h?  chcstr-ic^e.. 


□  ■ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 

Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetati on/Structures- 1 

Power  Lines 

Reflectors/Repeators 

Substations 


PLANNING  UNIT   BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 
Rating  Units 


Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  #lg> 

Scenic  Quality 
Rating  Unit(s): 
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Mgmt  Class 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 
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LF-2 
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Final   Rating: 

Rationale: fcil^b Efah'rk^  -fcr Cfc/s\ra^    K^n^g.rng.rrh   /_ic*^b  ^tncJ    <»er    RL^porre^ 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 


Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 


PLANNING  UNIT   BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 

Desired 

Rating  Units          Mgmt.  Class  " 

Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  *M<=1 

VH 

JL 

Scenic  Quality    => 

H 

Z 

Rating  Unit(s):   < 

UJ  UJ 
IX.  XZ 

H 

h 

LANDSC/ 
LOW 

L 

a. 

VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AfID  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY^ 


Final   Rating:         HODERibJE 

Rationale: -fh^      mcgkir^Vg-/  h^h    rarhrv^^ -fc>   C-tonqc     VJCm.     rfrScW<d __^i-SU*i  „££££! 


r&\cj±.     ^ejr^onn^A      Vzcx^cck    i^-^n    -Hi<r^    Limited yifrSal CXJL&tt  ~\rfrG>-\\\<L,   r^SX\^('^U 


sxnd    -fo^    /t»t^ni'inan-t-lY     rrtodg.rvs*fr^     rc-i^on^A-to  -tine    Vc?\reA. M(ang^i<.mcr\t    fk\^l* 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


um 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category, 


< 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel   Operations 


Landform-3 

Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 


PLANNING  UNIT   BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM. 
Rating  Units 


Desired 
Mgmt,  Class 


■x. 


Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  #20 

Scenic  Quality    ^__ 
Rating  Unit(s):  < 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 
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Final   Rating:         MOD&FUSTE 

Rationale:  VKcxtejcz&z*      Efrg>ir~<tel    V\c^c^\€jcr\tx\\-   Oc*&~>     QadbTk^S     ££*"T Claris  weil   \Mt+h 


□ 


High  Ratings; 


s   Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


*  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category, 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landforro-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 


Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landf orm/Vegetati  on-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT   BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 
Ra t i ng  Units 


Desired 
Mgmt.  Class 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY 


Workshop  Rating 
Unit:  #2. 1 

Scenic  Qual ity 
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Rating  Unit(s):        <~ 
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UJ  IxJ 
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Final   Rating:       MODERATE 

Rationale: XAc^-ejctxktL.      rez>p&n<bc:=>    -harA    -h^>      dom\rk=t-feu  -fr*-    IsesHi  -H-kl,  tfe^l rgdi 

. MgK>^&mr.jrii-  Qa^ and QScc rg.^^gn^g.-s  -fa? dtr\&\nc\c~ — 


*       1      1   =       High  Ratings',  IS!   a      Moderate  Ratings;  mM     a      Low  Ratings 

**     See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual   change  within  each  category. 


J 


> 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 


Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetati on/Structures- 1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 
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PLANNING  UNIT   BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM: 
Rating  Units   


Desired 
Mgmt.  Class  ' 


Workshop  Rating 
Unit;#2.X 

Scenic  Quality 
Rating  Unit(s): 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY1 
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Final   Rating:         MQPEfc&TE 

Rationale : "fl-v^   High  /  rrk^^reate.     re*Kngy^  -fer     U&AreA  M^rv^^mgn-ir  ^Jct-^s    Ufca^ 


P^s.olv/<usl     losf      PSL.n     &nzc*     ^rv*j>rv-wgJ     -te>    ^      mpolcrwh*..    bca^<cA    g*rt  -Hie,    «~>v*Lrfc>U 
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□ 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


llil 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


J 


:■ 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 

Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetati on/Structures- 1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 
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PLANNING  UNIT 

BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 

Rating  Units 

Desired 
Mgmt,  Class  " 

Workshop  Rating 
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Scenic  Qual ity 
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Rating  Unit(s): 
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VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AfID  ANALYSIS 


MMMBMH 


PARTICIPANT  RESPONSES  BY  LANDSCAPE  MODIFICATION  CATEGORY* 


Final   Rating:  [^ODER&XE 
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££?TKf.[rt4n.    \kfel    &jfch    -By^    dcrnin^nVt^ rricydcnsvfa-.    O'jcr    r^at-tion^.  te*Aigircl    ohc* &qi^ 


within  -the  urfrt 
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High  Ratings; 


»   Moderate  Ratings; 


a   Low  Ratings 
**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category.         ' 
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Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 


Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landf orm/Vegetati  on-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT 

BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM  i 

Rating  Units 
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Final   Rating:        MODERATE. 
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High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


n  y  .tit 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  soecific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category, 
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Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 


Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 
Reflectors/ Repeators 
Substations 


VISUAL  SENSITIVITY  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY   AMD  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT   BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 
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Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  Sn"  Reverse  side  fo?-  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 
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Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 


Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetati on/Structures- 1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 


VISUAL  SENSITIV      (  WOIIKSIIOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


PLANNING  UNIT       BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 


Rating  Units 
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Final   Rating:         MODERATE 

Rationale:  Safobsfe    £c  -ttv^   turfed    W&r^&fJCYxerir    CM<&   vMexr^  e&pxt^  ggfcfc <  b^v^rl 


High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 
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Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 


Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetati on/Struct ures-1 

Power  Lines 
Reflectors/ Repeators 
Substations 


VISUAL  SENSITIV.  /  WORKSHOP  DATA 
SUMMARY  AND  ANALYSIS 


C 


PLANNING  UNIT       BROWNS  PARK/NIPPLE  RIM 
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High  Ratings; 


Moderate  Ratings; 


Low  Ratings 


**  See  Reverse  side  for  specific  types  of  visual  change  within  each  category. 


Categories  of  visual  change  include  the  following  generic  types: 


Landform-1 

Resource  Extraction 
(oil  and  gas) 


Landform-2 

Landfill 

Gravel  Operations 


Landform-3 


Dams  and  Water  Impoundments 


Landform/Vegetation-1 

a.  Secondary  Roads 

b.  Pipelines 


Landform/Vegetation-2 
ORV  Use 


Vegetation 

Land  treatment  (chaining, 
herbiciding,  etc.) 


Vegetation/Structures-1 

Power  Lines 

Ref 1 ectors/Repeators 

Substations 
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Specific  Issue  [Iarratives 

Name:  Mike  Ward 

Representing:  Himself 

Date:  July  10,  1979 

Planning  Unit:  Browns  Park/Nipple  Rim 

Comments : 

Although  visual  aesthetics  may  be  important,  it  is  fairly  obvious  that  even  the 
most  aesthetically  displeasing  areas  (old  fires  and  timber  cuts  for  elk,  deer, 
and  spruce  grouse)  are  the  most  productive  areas.  It  has  long  been  proven  that 
clear-cutting  an  area  is  more  beneficial  for  elk  and  deer  as  far  as  grass  and 
forbs  are  concerned,  not  to  mention  cattle  grazing.  Consider  the  economic 
benefits  if  the  loggers  were  out  of  jobs  and  the  timber  needs  for  the  county. 
The  oil  companies  have  gone  unchecked  a  long  time  and  although  the  oil  drilling 
rigs  will  be  gone  in  a  short  period  of  time,  some  sort  of  check  should  be 
impoemented  to  keep  the  oil  companies  from  checker-boarding  the  entire  country- 
side, not  to  mention  strip  mines. 
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Final  Visual  Sensitivity 

The  final  visual  sensitivity  is  a  mirror  image  of  the  user  attitudes.  Approxi- 
mately 10  percent  of  the  lands  within  the  planning  units  received  a  final  sensi- 
tivity of  high  which  is  the  result  of  the  combination  of  moderate  use  volumes 
and  high  user  attitudes.  These  areas  consist  of  Cross  Mountain,  the  southern 
aspects  to  Cold  Spring  Mountain  and  the  Bears  Ears  Range,  along  with  the  major 
canyons.  All  of  these  areas  are  highly  visible  from  Route  318  which  generally 
bisects  the  Browns  Park  Planning  Unit. 

The  majority  of  lands  are  of  moderate  sensitivity  and  make  up  roughly  50  percent 
of  the  total  land  base  within  the  planning  units.  These  moderate  ratings  are 
again  the  expression  of  user  attitudes.  Since  there  are  no  high  use  volume  roads 
within  the  planning  units,  the  major  combinations  of  use  volume  and  user  attitudes 
are  moderate/moderate,  or  moderate/low  respectively.  Both  combinations  give  a 
final  sensitivity  of  moderate. 

Low  final  sensitivity  areas  are  totally  a  result  of  the  low  user  attitudes. 
Roughly  40  percent  of  the  acreage  within  the  planning  units  received  a  low  final 
sensitivity. 
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Distance  Zones 

Browns  Park  and  Nipple  Rim  contain  only  a  few  major  travel  routes.  As  a  result, 
approximately  40  percent  of  the  seen  areas  lie  within  the  Foreground/Mi ddleground 
Zone  (0  to  3-5  miles).  A  variety  of  landscapes  are  found  within  this  zone.  Of 
all  the  Foreground/Mi ddleground  zones,  the  lands  seen  from  Route  318  would 
represent  the  most  sensitive  landscapes  due  to  the  fact  that  Route  318  is  the 
major  travel  route  and  serves  as  the  primary  access  to  Dinosaur  National  Monument 
and  Browns  Park  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

Background  Zones  (3-5  to  15  miles)  account  for  roughly  10  percent  of  the  seen 
area.  These  lands  are  commonly  associated  with  sloping  mountainous  environments. 
These  lands  form  the  visual  terminus  for  the  more  expansive  views  within  the  units, 
and  as  such  are  fairly  sensitive  lands  for  specific  modifications  which  could 
become  potential  focal  points. 

Seldom  Seen  lands  represent  the  largest  zone  accounting  for  nearly  50  percent  of 
the  lands  contained  within  the  planning  units.  These  lands  are  primarily  restricted 
to  the  deeply  incised  drainages  found  throughout  the  planning  units.  The  largest 
areas  that  are  unseen  are  Sand  Wash  Basin,  the  southern  aspects  to  Douglas  Mountain, 
and  the  Vermillion  and  Dry  Creek  drainages.  Together  they  account  for  nearly 
75  percent  of  the  entire  unseen  areas. 
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